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Mike Davis, 76, Who Knew The 
Greed & Corruption Of Fontana

With Mayor John 
Valdivia’s final days in 
office moving toward a 
countdown, the prospect 
of property in Verdemont 
that was burdened with 
several thousand tons of 
shattered concrete more 
than two years ago be-
ing reclaimed for devel-
opment any time soon is 
fading. 

Earlier this year, a 
New York-based devel-
opment company had 
swooped in with a plan 
to obtain the Verdemont 

property, located in 
what is the northernmost 
district within the San 
Bernardino City Limits 
along the 215 Freeway 

south of Devore, at a low 
enough price to allow it 
to remove the concrete 
to a nearby location to 
crush it and then return 
it to the site where it 
would be used as fill to 
even out the sloping of 
the property to render it 
developable.

According to the prin-
cipal in the company that 
had those hopes, howev-
er, the same entities who 
had been involved in lo-
cating the concrete onto 
the property in the first 

place violated an agree-
ment that would have 
allowed the prospec-
tive developer to make a 
reasonable profit on the 
venture by alerting other 
investors who then inter-
loped, making the com-
bined task of securing 
the property and dealing 
with the concrete prohib-
itively expensive.

A chain of events cre-
ated the current circum-
stance.

On June 5, 2020, a 
fire broke out in the 

600,000-square foot 
Kuehne & Nagel ware-
house, located in the 
2200 block of West Lu-
gonia Avenue in Red-
lands. The structure 
had served as a holding/
dist r ibut ion /dispatch 
facility for large items 
sold by on-line retail 
behemoth Amazon. The 
fire gutted the building, 
which was a total loss. 
The concrete walls were 
torn down. Initial plans 
were to haul them off to 
whatever land-

Two years after San 
Bernardino County’s 
voters by a two thirds 
margin passed Measure 
K, a political reform ini-
tiative that reduced the 
pay of the total annual 
compensation of the in-
dividual members of the 
county board of super-
visors from $260,000 
per year to $60,000 per 
year and limited hold-
ers of that position to a 
single term in office, the 
supervisors this year are 
seeking to displace that 
refinement with a mea-
sure to restore their pay 
level and allow them to 
remain in office for at 
least three terms.

Turning out to support 
the supervisors in that 
effort have been a collec-
tion of developers, busi-
ness interests and public 
employee unions, which 
are sponsoring the alter-
native initiative on this 
year’s ballot, Measure D, 
who have so far put up 
more than $829,000.

The use of Measure 
D by San Bernardino 
County’s political estab-
lishment to block the re-
forms layered into Mea-
sure K is the latest effort 
by the supervisors to 
prevent the Red Brennan 
Group from proceeding 
with structural changes 
to county government 
its members believe 
will safeguard taxpayer 
funds and reduce what 
its members consider to 
be the pernicious influ-
ence of special interests 
on county policy.

Kieran “Red” Bren-
nan was a U.S. Navy 
submariner during 
World War II. 

This year’s Chino 
Hills City Council Dis-
trict 1 race points up 
the moral quandary and 
practical conflict inher-
ent in the California 
Voter Rights Act, as it is 
pitting the community’s 
longtime leading His-
panic politician against 
a man touted as Chino 
Hills’ great Asian politi-
cal hope.

Under the Califor-
nia Voter Rights Act of 

2001, both the  
The California Vot-

ing Rights Act of 2001, 
which was framed with 
the intent of preventing 
the political disenfran-
chisement of minori-
ties in the Golden State, 
encourages the use of 
by-district rather than 
at-large voting in local 
races for elected office. 

The California Leg-
islature in passing the 
act worked from the as-

sumption that histori-
cally the state’s minority 
population had been un-
derrepresented in elected 
offices at virtually all 
levels within California 
and that minority votes 
were being diluted in 
“at-large elections,” that 
is, in elections for rep-
resentative members of 
a body who are elected 
or appointed to represent 
the whole membership 
of the body such that 

candidates for office can 
live anywhere within the 
jurisdiction. The theory 
was that by creating vot-
ing wards within these 
jurisdictions – cities, in-
corporated towns, school 
districts, water districts, 
fire districts, community 
services districts, etc – 
that the minority vote 
would not be diluted in 
those areas or districts or 
wards where the minor-
ity voters were concen-

trated, and this would 
lead to the election of 
minority candidates to 
office. 

As part of the strat-
egy to overcome this 
“at-large election minor-
ity voter dilution,” the 
California Voting Rights 
Act made it easy to force 
local governments to 
dispense with at-large 
elections in favor of by-
district voting. 

The Califor-

With the fuller im-
plication of the political 
corruption scandal that 
consumed Ricardo Pa-
checo registering across 
Southern California, 
Robert Tafoya, who was 
a key player in the dep-
redations engaged in by 
the former Baldwin Park 
Councilman, is now be-
ing drummed out of one 
his last remaining public 
agency positions, that of 

general counsel to the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict.

As the details of what 
was going on both be-
hind the scenes and in the 
full light of day over the 
last five-and-a-half years 
is being revealed,  ques-
tions are being raised 
about the integrity of 
governmental processes 
and some are clamoring 
for stricter oversight of 

public processes. Mean-
while, political opera-
tives who had provided 
key support to the cor-
rupt political regime in 
which Pacheco and Ta-
foya flourished are seek-
ing to use the specter of 
the scandal to attack two 
of the newly sprouted 
public officials who are 
the ones sweeping the 
last vestiges of the ele-
ments of what 

Mike Davis, the 
kid from Fontana who 
seemed fated to a blue-
collar existence until the 
vicissitudes of that way 
of life pushed him into 
becoming a man of let-
ters and a social critic 
par excellence, died in 
San Diego on October 
25. He was 76. 

When his father was 
injured and could no lon-
ger work, Davis dropped 
out of high school and 

took his place driving a 
truck for Davis’s uncle’s 
meatpacking company. 

For the next dozen 
years, he was trucker, 
driving all order of lor-
ries and commercial 
vehicles, from panel de-
livery vans, stakebeds, 
27-foot trucks, cement 
mixers, 40-foot trailers 
and 52-foot 18-wheelers.  

Fate intervened, and 
he was laid off, only 
temporarily, he 

The San Bernardino 
City Unified School Dis-
trict governing Board is 
seeking applicants for 
superintendent. Applica-
tions can be accessed via 
the application link, and 
will be accepted through 
November 30, 2022. 

The new educational 
leader for California’s 
seventh-largest school 
district is slated to be 
named by February 
2023. Candidates must 

have the background, 
skills, and abilities es-
sential for excellence in 
educational leadership.

In October, the Board 
hired McPherson & Ja-
cobson, LLC, an execu-
tive search firm that spe-
cializes in education, to 
lead a nationwide search 
for SBCUSD’s next 
leader. As part of the 
new search, the board is 
seeking input from par-
ents, employees, and the 

community on desired 
characteristics through 
a survey that will help 
shape the search process. 

 The educational part-
ner input survey is avail-
able now and closes Fri-
day, November 18. The 
board of education will 
also hold several meet-
ings to give various edu-
cational partners an op-
portunity to give input.

An educational part-
ner input meeting for 

select participants will 
be held on Tuesday, No-
vember 8. A superin-
tendent criteria board of 
education workshop will 
be held Tuesday, Novem-
ber 15 at 4 p.m. in the Dr. 
Margaret Hill Commu-
nity Room at the Board 
of Education building, 
777 North F in San Ber-
nardino and the public 
can attend. A commu-
nity forum for input is 
on Monday, November 

14 from 6 to 7 p.m., also 
in the Dr. Margaret Hill 
Community Room. This 
forum will be in person 
and virtual and is open 
to the public. The virtual 
participation is limited 
to the first 500 people 
who register.

The plan is to inter-
view semifinalists for 
the post at the end of Jan-
uary. It is anticipated that 
the process will be com-
pleted in January 2023.
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fill would take them 
changed when Eric Cer-
nich, the principal officer 
with Newport Beach-
based Oxbow Commu-
nities, Inc. indicated he 
had a use for the over one 
thousand tons of frag-
mented concrete.

Some but not all of 
what occurred next is 
known, with some events 
opaque. Cernich ingrati-
ated himself with Mayor 
Valdivia, first with a $750 
donation to Valdivia’s 
campaign fund on July 
14, 2020, which he fol-
lowed up with another 
$750 installment on Sep-
tember 8, 2020. Green-
leaf Engineering of Hun-
tington Beach, owned by 
Tim Greenleaf, who had 
the contract for the de-
molition of the Kuehne 
& Nagel warehouse and 
relocating its concrete 
walls to San Bernardino, 
made an effort to get on 
Valdivia’s good side, pro-
viding his election fund 
with $2,000, likewise 
provided in two incre-
ments, in Greanleaf’s 
case, $1,000 each, one on 
October 2, 2020 and the 
other on October 7, 2020.

In August 2020, Ver-
demont District residents 
noted that dump trucks 
were transiting up Palm 
Avenue and deposit-
ing massive loads of the 
large shards and chunks 
of shattered concrete 
onto vacant land near 
the Oxbow project site. 
When they queried of 
San Bernardino city of-
ficials what was happen-
ing, they were told that 
Oxbow Communities 
had clearance from the 
city to utilize the con-
crete as fill. If they would 
just be patient, those 
residents were told, the 
eyesore would disappear 
as the concrete was pul-
verized and ground into 
manageable-sized pieces 
and mixed with dirt to 
be thereafter compacted 
so it might disappear un-
der the foundations of the 
homes that were to built 
and the yards and lawns 
that would eventually 
surround those homes.

It has not been spelled 
out, exactly, who gave 
Cernich and Greenleaf 

the permission to import 
the shattered concreted to 
the Verdemont location, 
some 12.5 miles away 
from the burned-out 
Kuehne & Nagel ware-
house as the crow flies 
or variously 15.6 miles 
or 18.3 miles distant via 
differing routes using the 
local freeway system. 
They may have been act-
ing merely on an unwrit-
ten understanding with 
Valdivia that moving the 
concrete would be okay. 
There is no indication 
that anyone at City Hall, 
at the time, registered an 
objection. There was no 
permit issued for the re-
location of the concrete 
from Redlands to San 
Bernardino. 

The concrete was de-
posited at the far exten-
sion of Palm Avenue in 
North San Bernardino’s 
Verdemont District, the 
intended site for the so-
called Oxbow project, 
a planned development 
of 40 single-family resi-
dential units by New-
port Beach-based Ox-
bow Communities, Inc., 
which had been on the 
drawing board for near-
ly a decade-and-a-half. 
Throughout that entire 
time, the project was on 
hold. There had been 
a number of financial, 
practical and adminis-
trative considerations 
that were preventing the 
project from moving for-
ward. A key obstruction 
was that the land upon 
which the project was to 
be built was uneven and 
would require either in-
tensive grading and then 
hillside reinforcement or 
the introduction of fill 
into the low-lying side of 
the property or its crev-
ices to render it level.

The emerging avail-
ability of the concrete 
from the Kuehne & Na-
gel warehouse represent-
ed what appeared to be 
an ideal solution to Eric 
Cernich, Oxbow Com-
munities’ principal. With 
the approval of Redlands 
city officials, Cernich 
arranged to have the 
concrete walls partially 
broken up at the Lugonia 
Avenue property. He then 
had the concrete trucked 

over to the Oxbow proj-
ect site.

When the wind kicked 
up in the funnel below 
Devore stretching south 
to San Bernardino, be-
tween, on the east, the 
Shandin Hills and, on the 
west, the badlands that 
stretch westward toward 
Lytle Creek, the people in 
the neighborhood found 
themselves, their houses, 
cars and pets peppered 
and pelted with dust and 
concrete fragments any-
where from the size of 
sand to pebbles. There 
was concern that the con-
crete itself was not stable 
physically or chemically 
and that it represented 
a safety and health haz-
ard. When City Hall was 
met with complaints, 
then-City Manager Teri 
Ledoux at first sought to 
downplay the problem, 
offering an assurance 
that the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency’s 
standards contained in its 
Land Development and 
National Pollutant Dis-
charge Elimination Sys-
tem guidelines rated the 
concrete as a low-level or 
nonexistent health threat. 
Residents countered that 
the dozens of heavily-
laden diesel trucks car-
rying the concrete to its 
destination were spewing 
exhaust into the air and 
tearing up the surface of 
Palm Avenue. 

At that point, in late 
September and early Oc-
tober 2020, then-Fifth 
Ward Councilman Henry 
Nickel, in whose ward the 
Verdemont District lies, 
was locked in a reelec-
tion effort. For him, the 
matter represented both 
a challenge and an op-
portunity. The challenge 
consisted of the percep-
tion that City Hall was in-
sensitive to the problem, 
the visual blight and the 
inconvenience the pres-
ence of the concrete rep-
resented to the commu-
nity, and that Nickel was 
likewise insensitive to 
the problem or, if he was 
indeed empathetic to the 
plight of his constituents, 
that he was ineffective in 
bringing about a resolu-
tion to the dilemma. The 
opportunity the situation 
presented to Nickel was 
that if he acted effectively 
in redressing the issue, he 
would gain, or retain, a 
reputation as an effective 
representative of the Fifth 
Ward, and that would 
redound to his benefit 

in his reelection effort. 
Accordingly Nickel was 
the city council’s most 
vocal critic of what Ox-
bow Communities was 
doing, and he demanded 
that the city ensure that 
the processing of the con-
crete – further crushing 
or grinding to reduce it 
into composite for fill – 
take place offsite so as to 
obviate the generation of 
dust and particulates that 
would represent a health 
threat to those in the area 
who were breathing it. 
City staff took samples 
of the concrete, intending 
to subject them to tests to 
ascertain if the material 
represented a toxic threat 
to nearby residents.

In October, Nickel in 
conjunction with then-
Seventh Ward Council-
man Jim Mulvihill, who 
was also up for reelection 
in November, convinced 
two of their colleagues – 
Sandra Ibarra and Juan 
Figueroa – to issue a de-
mand to Oxbow Commu-
nities and Cernich that 
the concrete be removed, 
and that any processing of 
the concrete – crushing, 
grinding or pulverizing 
– be carried out offsite. 
Councilmen Theodore 
Sanchez and Fred Sho-
rett, who reasoned that 
allowing Oxbow to keep 
the concrete onsite so 
it could be processed 
to be used as fill would 
expedite the progres-
sion toward the ultimate 
completion of the Oxbow 
project, were opposed 
to giving Cernich any 
such ultimatum. Then-
Councilwoman Bessine 
Richard was absent from 
the October 21, 2020 city 
council meeting, and did 
not vote on holding Cer-
nich and Oxbow to ac-
count. If she had been 
present and had voted 
with Sanchez and Sho-
rett, that would have giv-
en Mayor John Valdivia 
authority to veto the 
vote by Nickel, Mulvi-
hill, Ibarra and Figueroa. 
Under normal circum-
stances, Valdivia, as 
mayor, is not empowered 
to vote. He does, how-
ever, have veto authority 
on 4-to-3 or 3-to-2 votes. 
Since the vote to order the 
removal of the concrete 
had passed on a 4-to-2 
vote, Valdivia did not 
have the reach to veto it. 
Valdivia was motivat-
ed to assist Cernich in 
keeping the concrete at 
the Verdemont site be-

cause he figured the 
$1,500 he had already 
received from him and 
the $2,000 he had gotten 
from Greenleaf would 
ultimately be augment-
ed by more money yet. 
In the November 2020 
election, Ben Reynoso 
and Damon Alexander 
defeated, respectively, 
Nickel and Mulvihill in 
the Fifth and Seventh 
Ward races.  On Decem-
ber 16, 2020, Reynoso 
and Alexander were 
sworn into office to re-
place Nickel and Mulvi-
hill. The same day, Kim-
berly Calvin likewise 
took the oath of office to 
replace Bessine Richard 
as the councilwoman in 
the Sixth District, based 
upon Calvin’s narrow 
victory over Richard in 
the March 2020 Primary 
Election.

If Cernich had hopes 
of convincing the council 
to allow the concrete to 
remain onsite so he could 
crush it there and com-
bine it with dirt before 
pouring and compacting 
it into the crevices and ra-
vines at the site where the 
subdivision is to be built, 
that was dashed when 
Reynoso proved every 
bit as adamant as Nickel 
in seeing the concrete 
removed and Oxbow 
Development prevented 
from crushing it on site. 
In December 2000 or 
thereabouts, Cernich 
handed the Oxbow proj-
ect off to another en-
tity, Carson-based Pa-
cific Coast International 
Group. In turn, Pacific 
Coast International creat-
ed a sub-entity, Palm Av-
enue Development, based 
in Irvine, to see the resi-
dential subdivision built. 
The council at some point 
in a closed session re-
solved to mandate that the 

concrete be removed. On 
January 15, 2021, Oxbow 
Communities, Inc., along 
with Pacific Coast Inter-
national/Palm Avenue 
Development and Jaz-
zar Construction Group, 
parallel entities involved 
in the Oxbow project, 
were presented with a 
notice that the city was 
giving the new Oxbow 
project developer 30 days 
to remove the concrete. 
The city indicated that if 
an effort to remove the 
concrete was not under 
way by January 25, 2021 
and substantial progress 
toward the complete re-
moval of the concrete 
was not made by Febru-
ary 14, 2021 it would un-
dertake to do that remov-
al and slap a lien against 
the property to ulti-
mately recover its costs 
in carrying out that job. 
February 14, 2021 
came and went with-
out any of the con-
crete being removed. 
The city then sought to 
make good on its threat, 
seeking from the San Ber-
nardino County Superior 
Court authorization to 
go onto Pacific Coast In-
ternational’s property at 
the top of Palm Avenue 
and begin the removal 
of the concrete rubble. 
Superior Court Judge 
Charles Umeda granted 
the city’s request for the 
warrant to do the abate-
ment, contingent upon 
the city giving Pacific 
Coast International 24 
hour’s notice via posting 
at the site or 48 hours no-
tice by U.S. Mail or email 
delivered to the head 
of Jazzar Construction 
Group, Ronald Aljazzar. 
On April 7, 2021, the city 
council voted to autho-
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His brushes with death 
as a young man in the 
service of his country 
while seeking to export 
democracy around the 
globe impressed on him 
the need to refine democ-
racy at home. He pushed 
efforts to ensure govern-
ment transparency and 
accountability, ones he 
hoped elected officials 
could be convinced to 
impose on themselves 
and, if not, would ulti-
mately be put in place 
through the citizen ini-
tiative process.

In his last hurrah 
before his 2013 death, 
Brennan in 2012 at the 
age of 87  headed an ef-
fort by a group of like-
minded county residents 
in sponsoring an initia-
tive, designated in that 
year’s balloting as Mea-
sure R, which called for 
downscaling the five in-
dividual San Bernardino 
County supervisors’ 
then-yearly $151,971 
salaries and $67,500 in 
benefits to $50,000 in 
salary and $10,000 in 
benefits annually, a drop 
in total compensation 
from $219,471 per year 
to $60,000.

Alarmed at the pros-
pect that they would be 
subject to seeing their 
pay reduced by more 
than two-thirds, the 
county supervisors used 

their authority as public 
officials to place their 
own “reform” initiative 
on the ballot, designated 
Measure Q, to compete 
with Measure R. Mea-
sure Q called for leaving 
the supervisors yearly 
$151,971 salaries in 
place and reducing their 
annual benefits then val-
ued at $67,500 by $5,000 
to $62,500. The touted 
Measure Q as a “sensi-
ble” and “moderate” ap-
proach toward political 
reform.

In the November 2012 
election, Measure R 
passed by a convincing 
64.25 percent to 35.75 
percent, with 326,939 
voters in favor of it and 
181,907 opposed. Mea-
sure Q passed as well, 
by a 67.28 percent to 
32.72 percent margin, 
344,226 votes in sup-
port to 157,369 against it. 
Because it had garnered 
more votes than Measure 
R, Measure Q went into 
effect and Measure R did 
not.

The political reform 
movement in San Ber-
nardino County was set 
back by Kieran Bren-
nan’s death in 2013. Ul-
timately, however, many 
of those associated with 
him over the years cre-
ated a nonprofit entity 
named in his honor. Un-
satisfied with what they 

considered to be the 
ersatz reform of Mea-
sure Q and convinced 
that the overall annual 
compensation in the su-
pervisors’ individual 
annual compensation at 
that point from $219,471 
to $214,471 was inad-
equate, they initiated an-
other voter initiative to 
reduce the supervisors’ 
pay, but were forced to 
give up on getting it on 
the ballot in 2018 when 
the supervisors in 2017 
legally challenged the 
contents of that proposed 
initiative. The Red Bren-
nan Group mobilized in 
2019 and over a period 
of less than six months 
gathered 75,132 signa-
tures of county voters 
to place another mea-
sure on the ballot, which 
was designated by the 
San Bernardino County 
Registrar of Voters as 
Measure K. Measure K 
covered the same ground 
as 2012’s Measure R but 
went a step further. In 
addition to calling for 
reducing the supervi-
sors’ individual total 
compensation, which by 
that point had risen to 
$263,466.95 – consisting 
of $174,884.83 in salary, 
$20,461.61 in other pay 
and $68,120.51 in ben-
efits – to the $60,000 
originally proposed by 
Red Brennan in 2012, 
it also proposed limit-
ing each supervisor to a 
single one-year term.

The calculation of the 
measure’s proponents 
mimicked Brennan’s 
reasoning that the super-

visors’ total compensa-
tion, which was more 
than three-and-one-half 
times that made by the 
average county resident, 
put the county’s political 
leadership in a bracket 
that left the supervisors 
out of touch with the 
economic reality their 
constituents dealt with 
on a daily basis. More-
over, the inflated sala-
ries and benefits the su-
pervisors were provided 
left them, the reformers 
said, so intent on being 
reelected so they could 
keep those positions and 
the financial advantage 
holding those offices 
represented that they had 
grown desperate for po-
litical donations. Those 
donations, provided by 
individuals and corpora-
tions with contracts and/
or franchises with the 
county or projects up for 
approval by the board of 
supervisors, created a 
circumstance in which 
the supervisors were 
more sensitive to their 
donors and their needs 
than the needs of the 
constituents they repre-
sented. Indeed, the Red 
Brennan maintained, the 
supervisors were being 
corrupted by the spe-
cial interest money from 
those donors. 

The board of supervi-
sors attempted to repeat 
what had occurred in 
2012 by placing an alter-
native initiative to Mea-
sure K on the ballot, one 
designated as Measure J.

Measure J perpetu-
ated the existing cap of 

three four-year terms for 
supervisors and set their 
salaries at 80 percent of 
a Superior Court judge’s 
salary, which when tak-
en together with the su-
pervisors’ add-on pay 
and their benefits would 
bring their total annual 
compensation to some-
where between $270,000 
to $290,000. Measure J 
also dispensed with gen-
derist language that had 
been part of the county 
charter for more than 
a century which used 
pronouns such as he and 
him in reference to coun-
ty officials, which, it was 
pointed out, no longer fit 
the current times when 
many of those serving in 
public office are women. 
It was the supervisors’ 
collective hope that just 
as had occurred eight 
years previously, their 
alternate reform mea-
sure would outperform 
the one sponsored by the 
Red Brennan Group and 
thus keep Measure K’s 
pay reductions from go-
ing into effect.

As it turned out, how-
ever, Measure K did 
much better at the polls 
than did Measure J. 
Measure K passed with 
516,184 or 66.84 percent 
of the 772,282 voters 
participating supporting 
it, and 256,098 voters or 
33.16 percent opposed.

According to the final 
certified election results 
released by the San Ber-
nardino County Regis-
trar of Voters, Measure 
J, the one sponsored by 
the supervisors, passed, 

with 378,964 votes or 
50.72 percent of the 
747,188 votes cast sup-
porting it and 368,224 or 
49.28 percent opposed.

Once the election re-
sults were certified, the 
board of supervisors, 
using taxpayer funds, 
contracted with three 
Los Angeles-based at-
torneys – Bradley Hertz, 
James Sutton and Nicho-
las Sanders – to prevent 
its members’ pay from 
being reduced. Hertz, 
Sutton and Sanders filed 
a petition for a writ of 
mandate aimed not at the 
Red Brennan Group, but 
rather the supervisors’ 
own employee, San Ber-
nardino County Clerk of 
the Board Lynna Monell. 
The petition on behalf of 
the board of supervisors 
sought to prevent Monell 
from implementing Mea-
sure K, arguing that it 
violated the supervisors’ 
rights under the Cali-
fornia Constitution to 
set their own salary, in-
fringed on San Bernardi-
no County citizens’ First 
and Fourteenth Amend-
ment rights in the U.S. 
Constitution through the 
imposition of term lim-
its that prevented voters 
from reelecting incum-
bent supervisors and that 
Measure K violated “the 
single subject rule” per-
taining to voter initia-
tives.

The county was grant-
ed an injunction prevent-
ing Measure K from go-
ing into effect while the 
legal action was pend-
Continued on Page 15

thought when the com-
pany he worked for 
downsized.

He found part-time 
employment in newspa-
per production, which 
put him in contact with 
some UCLA students 
and two professors who 
were putting out a Marx-
ist publication called the 
Picket Line, the charter 
for which was to support 
striking workers. 

He was yet working on 
the paper when in 1970 
the Teamsters promoted 
a wildcat strike among 
truckers. Davis’s expe-

rience as a truck driver 
allowed him to make ap-
proaches and get infor-
mation the other writers 
could not. The professors 
and students, impressed 
with his research and 
writing, talked him into 
matriculating at UCLA.

Davis for a time back-
slid, returning to driv-
ing a truck and then for 
a time he was a tour bus 
driver. But he took an ac-
ademically-related night 
job that no others wanted 
at the time – teaching 
urban planning. Eventu-
ally an opportunity to 
teach elsewhere present-
ed itself and he got a job 
teaching at universities 
in Canada. It was while 
he was there that he put 
together the idea for the 
book that would make 

his reputation, City of 
Quartz. The subtitle of 
that book is Excavating 
the Future of Los Ange-
les. Informed by Davis’s 
socialistic vision, it looks 
back at the powerful in-
fluences of the city’s past 
- the real estate hustlers, 
the journalists and writ-
ers who exposed them, 
the Chandler Family of 
the Los Angeles Times, 
the Protestant establish-
ment, the Irish priests, 
monsignors, bishops and 
cardinals who tended the 
flock of faithful parish-
ioners, who were largely 
composed of migrants 
from Mexico, all side-
by-side with the Jewish 
intelligencia and bank-
ers. Chronicled was the 
influx of Europeans to 
the metropolis in the de-

cade before the Second 
World War.

In City of Quartz, Da-
vis also covered the rise 
of the earnest working 
class, a reflection of Da-
vis himself. And he did 
not forget the scientists 
who have made their 
way to Los Angeles’s 
institutions of higher 
learning, such as UCLA 
and Caltech.

Shown in stark profile 
are the disciplinarians, 
the Los Angeles Police 
Department.

 A work of nonfiction, 
the book captures the 
soul of Los Angeles as 
it approaches the turn of 
the millennium, with the 
precision and in the spirit 
of the pulp fiction novels 
of Raymond Chandler 
from 1930s and 1940s.

Closing out the tome 
is a chapter in which 
Davis returns to his 
roots, Fontana, what he 
called “the junkyard of 
dreams.”

 At that time, Fontana 
had fallen into a state of 
abject de-industrializa-
tion with the shuttering 
of the Kaiser Steel Mill. 
The city had been vic-
timized by Jack Ratelle, 
who had been the city 
manager there from 1973 
until 1987, and he had 
exploited the place, tak-
ing bribes from many of 
those who had business 
before the city, launder-
ing his kickbacks by 
making weekend trips to 
the dice tables Las Ve-
gas, where he claimed 
an uncommon steak of 
luck, having the city’s 

taxpayers finance the 
bonds used to pay for 
the  infrastructure built 
to accommodate the 
residential projects that 
enriched the developers 
who were paying Ratelle 
off, while several of the 
city’s elected leaders en-
trusted by the city’s vot-
ers were similarly profit-
ing. 

The corruption of 
Fontana infused Mike 
Davis’s vision of the 
world, and his writing 
captured how greed and 
capitalism go hand-in-
glove, how the captains 
of industry guide the 
ship of government and 
community to the prom-
ised land, which flows 
with milk and honey for 
those who have the will 
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rize the expenditure of $2 
million toward the con-
crete removal effort, slat-
ing the work to begin on 
April 12 and proceed at a 
steady pace, such that the 
debris would be removed 
50 days hence, on June 1, 
2021. The work was to be 
done by Cemex, a Mexi-
can multinational build-
ing materials company 
with California corporate 
headquarters in Ontario. 
City officials calculated 
that they would be able 
to recover the city’s cost 
s of removing the con-
crete, as Oxbow Com-
munities/Pacific Coast 
International/Palm Av-
enue Development/Jaz-
zar Construction Group 
would be required to 
satisfy the $2 million 
lien before construc-
tion on the Oxbow sub-
division could proceed. 
The vote to give Cemex 
the concrete removal as-
signment passed 4-to-3, 
with Reynoso, Calvin, 
Councilwoman Sandra 
Ibarra and Councilman 
Damon Alexander pre-
vailing, and councilmen 
Fred Shorett, Ted San-
chez and Juan Figueroa 
dissenting. Valdivia 
then vetoed the approval 
of the abatement plan. 
Sanchez, Shorett and 
Figueroa expressed the 
belief that subjecting the 
developer to the cost of 
removing the concrete 
from the site and carry-
ing out the processing of 
the material elsewhere 
before relocating back to 
the site where it was to 
be used to form the base 
beneath the subdivision 
would be prohibitively 
expensive and that once 
the material was removed 
it would never make its 
way back and the proj-
ect would be abandoned, 
with the land lying fal-
low for another 15 years 
and there being no pros-
pect of the city ever col-
lecting on the lien. Ad-
ditionally, though they 
saw the concrete hav-
ing been dumped out in 
the open as it was being 
something of a nuisance, 
Sanchez in particular and 
Shorett and Figueroa to 
a lesser extent were un-
persuaded that the con-

crete represented any real 
health risk. What’s more, 
the trio figured, were 
the city to ultimately 
come into possession of 
the property, that would 
prove more of a burden 
than a blessing, as the 
property would remain 
undevelopable, such that 
there would be little like-
lihood that the $2 mil-
lion could be recouped. 
Shorett, who prides 
himself as being pro-
development, did not 
want to see the city 
surrender the pros-
pect of having upscale 
homes built at the site. 
It was Sanchez’s con-
tention that the fears 
expressed by some resi-
dents that the concrete 
represented a health 
hazard did not com-
port with actuality. 
“The concrete has been 
tested by two scientific 
labs and they have found 
it is not toxic,” Sanchez 
told the Sentinel on April 
22, 2021. “It will not be 
hazardous to crush it 
where it is, as long as it 
is done correctly. What 
will be far more hazard-
ous is making thousands 
of trips using diesel-fu-
eled trucks to get it out 
of there. The ideal way 
is for the developer to 
crush it onsite and then 
use it as fill along with 
earth that will be com-
pacted to even out the 
ground, because those 
houses cannot be built on 
those slopes. Doing it any 
other way at this point 
will be difficult and will 
cost millions of dollars.” 
An issue with the crush-
ing of the concrete is that 
it will be to some degree 
powderized into particu-
lates that when stirred up 
by the wind could spread 
over the area. Those 
breathing that concrete 
dust could suffer lung 
damage. A methodology 
that could be applied, 
building industry sources 
have said, would be to 
spray the concrete with 
water as it is being cut, 
crushed or stamped into 
smaller fragments to an-
chor the dust, after which 
the final product would be 
covered until it is mixed 
with dirt and pressed 

into place as the base 
for the construction site. 
Sanchez acknowledged 
that the wind does 
blow debris from the 
piles upon piles of con-
crete mounded about 
the neighborhood. He 
also acknowledged that 
Valdivia had an “ulte-
rior motive” in seeking 
to help out the developer. 
Nevertheless, Sanchez 
said, working out a solu-
tion to the circumstance 
that avoided trucking the 
concrete away and back 
while getting the project 
site ready for develop-
ment was the best way to 
approach the quandary. 
Sanchez said he was 
certain that Reynoso 
and Calvin could not be 
persuaded to allow the 
concrete to be processed 
onsite to redress the prop-
erty contour issues so the 
project could move ahead 
and that it was doubtful 
Ibarra could be made to 
come around and support 
Pacific Coast Internation-
al/Palm Avenue Devel-
opment/Jazzar Construc-
tion Group, either. He did 
hold out hope, however, 
that Alexander would 
see his way clear to fall 
in line with him, Shorett 
and Figueroa in forming 
a coalition with regard 
to letting Pacific Coast 
International/Palm Ave-
nue Development/Jazzar 
Construction Group use 
the concrete fill too expe-
dite the completion of the 
Oxbow subdivision.

The project and the 
concrete remained idle 
for the next eight months, 
during which time Pacific 
Coast International/Palm 
Avenue Development/
Jazzar Construction 
Group put the property 
– roughly 18.45 acres di-
vided into several parcels 
– up for sale through its 
corporate subdivision Pa-
cific Coast International 
Group, LLC. 

This caught the atten-
tion of Pleasant Valley, 
New York-based New 
York Innovate Build-
ers, LLC  and its prin-
cipal, Hossam Awadal-
lah.  Awadallah was 
convinced that he could 
obtain the property’s 
various parcels, assemble 
them, prepare them for 
development and make a 
sale of all of the acreage 
involved to an entity that 
would follow through 
with the development.

Under the guise of 
another of his corporate 

entities, Sell For Cash 
Quickly, LLC, Awadal-
lah  contacted Cernich, 
signaling to him he was 
ready to purchase the 
property as it was, con-
crete and all, with the in-
tent to develop it. Cernich 
told him he had sold the 
property to Omar Ron-
ald Aljazzar, a real estate 
broker and the principal 
in Pacific Coast Interna-
tional Group, LLC.

In referencing the con-
crete, both Cernich and 
Aljazzar characterized 
it as a “small issue” and 
that the city had initially 
granted permission for it 
to be crushed onsite, such 
that upon the crushing 
of the concrete the grad-
ing for the project could 
be initiated immediately 
to save an estimated 
$400,000 in development 
that would add profit to 
the project.  Awadallah 
offered to purchase the 
property for $1 million, 
anticipating that he might 
need to transfer the con-
crete offsite to crush it be-
fore returning it. Shortly 
thereafter Aljazzar sent 
Awadallah an email in-
forming him that he 
could arrange a “resolu-
tion” with the city where-
by New York Innovative 
Builders would be able to 
crush the concrete onsite, 
whereupon Awadallah 
upped his offer to $1.3 
million. Aljazzar there-
after offered an assur-
ance he could, before the 
end of March 2022, have 
permission from the city 
to do the concrete smash-
ing onsite and that there-
fore the sale offer price 
had risen to $1.7 million, 
contingent upon Pacific 
Coast delivering to New 
York Innovate Builders 
the onsite concrete crush-
ing permit.

Awadallah, who was 
looking to make a quick 
closing of the $1.7 mil-
lion deal, was waiting 
for Aljazzar to provide 
him with the crushing 
permit. To Awadallah’s 
inquiries as to why it was 
not forthcoming, Aljaz-
zar told him he was going 
eyeball-to-eyeball with 
the city over the concrete 
crushing permitting pro-
cess and that “If the city 
continues to stall the 
project, our legal team is 
ready to litigate for dam-
ages.” This encouraged  
Awadallah to persist with 
the planned purchase. 
Eventually, Awadallah 
would learn the city re-

jected providing the “res-
olution” Aljazzar was so 
confident of getting  and 
that Aljazzar had never 
sued the city as he said he 
would.

Despite this, Awadal-
lah was enthusiastic 
about proceeding with 
the purchase.

“Regardless of all of 
that, I said, ‘Why not 
just do the right thing 
and give the people of 
San Bernardino and the 
City of San Bernardino 
what they want, instead 
of trying to muscle and 
strongarm them into giv-
ing give us a resolution 
they clearly didn’t want 
to grant?’” Awadallah 
told the Sentinel. 

According to Awadal-
lah, it would not be pro-
hibitively expensive to 
crush and process the 
concrete for use as fill at 
the construction site. He 
said he was informed that 
there was a spot “about 
1,000 feet to 2,000 feet 
away” to which the con-
crete could be trucked 
and crushed. It could then 
be brought back and put 
in place at the project site 
and compacted, Awadal-
lah said. “It was hard 
to get an exact figure,” 
Awadallah said. I called 
a few companies and 
the most I’ve heard was 
around $450,00. Some 
were less than a couple 
hundred grand. One was 
less than $200,000.”

Accordingly, Awadal-
lah said, he was all for 
closing the deal on pur-
chasing the property for 
as much as $1.7 million, 
moving the concrete and 
crushing it, and then 
prepping the property for 
construction. There was 
no need to get litigious, 
he said.

“When it comes to the 
health and well being of 
people, saying you’ll sue 
the city shouldn’t even be 
in the discussion, period. 
Growing up personally 
with asthma was a rough 
experience for me, so 
I’m sure the city had its 
reasons for denying the 
crushing onsite.  I’ve re-
peatedly told Ron [Aljaz-
zar] to give the city what 
it wants. Let’s stop trying 
to to muscle them.”

He continued, “Hypo-
thetically, if you sue the 
city and win, how could 
you sleep at night it there 
was a 0.01 percent chance 
a child can get hurt due 
to reckless behavior for 

a buck? That’s why my 
initial offer of $1 million 
then then the $1.3 million 
was to by the land as is 
and I wanted to give the 
city want to develop the 
community.  Ron Aljaz-
zar continued to assure 
me the concrete was test-
ed and there is no con-
tamination. And it would 
not be a safety hazard. He 
told me he and his group 
would deal with the city 
directly to get the resolu-
tion and I wouldn’t need 
to jump through any 
hoops.”

Despite Awadallah’s 
enthusiasm and the po-
tential he saw for elimi-
nating the problem that 
had materialized with 
the discarding of the 
concrete in Verdemont, 
What Awadallah and his 
lawyers now character-
ize as greed on the part of 
Cernich and Aljazzar and 
interference by several 
other interlopers prevent-
ed him from following 
through on his plan.

In 2020, when 
Awadallah was looking 
at the Verdemont prop-
erty as well as two oth-
ers, including one in New 
York and New Jersey, he 
signaled to the construc-
tion industry that he was 
looking to do develop 
several subdivisions on 
property he was contem-
plating or in the process 
of tying up. He was con-
tacted by Peter Burton 
with Burton Construc-
tion & Management, who 
indicated he had inves-
tors that might be inter-
ested in some of the proj-
ect New York Innovative 
Builders had access to 
and wanted to form a 
partnership with Awadal-
lah and his company if he 
could be compensated 
appropriately. In Novem-
ber 2021, Burton signed 
two agreements with 
Adwallah, one being a 
joint venture and non-
disclosure agreement and 
the other a non-circum-
vention pact that would 
allow Burton to be com-
pensated for the dealt that 
closed from his side if, in 
Awadallah’s judgment, it 
would move the projects 
he was working on ahead 
by being bought out on 
a specific phase of any 
of the California, New 
York or New Jersey proj-
ects by specific investors 
who were able to perform 
with regard to those proj-
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nia Voting Rights Act 
categorizes a host of eth-
nicities and races – in-
cluding African Ameri-
cans, Latinos, Native 
Americans, Asians and 
Pacific Islanders among 
others – as “protected 
minorities.” By alleging 
that certain categories of 
the population are either 
not participating in the 
democratic process or 
are not adequately repre-
sented by politicians who 
share their ethnicity or 
race, a lawyer can use the 
California Voting Rights 
Act to collect legal fees 
for his or her advocacy 
of such protected minori-
ties. 

By alleging that ra-
cially polarized vot-
ing had taken place in a 
city’s, town’s, district’s 
or any governmental 
agency’s election of its 
leadership, an individual 
voter or group of voters, 
or more often an attorney 
representing an individu-
al voter or group of vot-
ers can demand the po-
litical leadership in those 
jurisdictions to agree, 
to shift to by-district or 
by-ward elections. If the 
political leadership does 
not comply with that de-
mand, a legal action can 
be commenced to make 
a showing that the al-
leged polarized voting 
indeed is or was a reality. 
Upon such a demonstra-
tion, the California Voter 
Rights Act requires that 
the court order the transi-
tion to by-district voting. 

  The California Vot-
ing Rights Act confers 
upon the plaintiffs in such 
cases an overwhelm-
ing advantage in that 
though the plaintiff[s] 
stand to gain or recover 
all money they expend 
in paying for their attor-
neys’ efforts, the cities 
or towns sued under the 
voting rights act are not 
eligible to recover their 
fees if they prevail in the 
litigation by succeed-
ing in demonstrating 
that racially polarized or 
ethnically polarized vot-
ing has not occurred in 
their jurisdictions. Thus, 
the plaintiff[s] and the 

lawyer[s] representing 
them in these legal ac-
tions brought under the 
California Voting Rights 
Act run no risk. On the 
other side of the plaintiff/
defendant divide, the cit-
ies or towns challenged 
in this way have to defray 
their own legal expenses 
if they chose to put on 
a defense at trial. Thus, 
even if a city prevails, it 
sustains unrecoverable 
legal costs, and if it loses, 
it stands to suffer costs of 
hundreds of thousands 
of dollars and perhaps 
beyond a million dollars 
in legal fees to be paid to 
the prevailing party.

From 2004 to 2009, 
the City of Modesto 
waged a legal battle in an 
effort to vindicate itself 
with regard to the charge 
that it was using racially 
polarized voting to keep 
Latinos out of office. It 
prevailed on multiple le-
gal points, with a Supe-
rior Court judge ruling 
that elements of the Cali-
fornia Voters Rights Act 
were unconstitutional in 
that they showed prefer-
ence to minorities and 
the requirement for the 
city to pay attorney's fees 
was an unconstitutional 
gift of money before ele-
ments of the ruling were 
struck down on appeal 
to the 5th District Court 
of Appeals. The mat-
ter was then appealed to 
the California Supreme 
Court on the claim that 
the act in several aspects 
allowed reverse racism 
and constituted uncon-
stitutional affirmative ac-
tion. The state Supreme 
Court declined to hear 
the case, returning it to 
the trial court, where the 
case ended in a settle-
ment under which the 
city put the question of 
whether the city should 
utilize district voting to 
the city’s voters on a bal-
lot measure. Despite suf-
fering no clear legal loss 
and positing a case that 
the act in some respects 
constituted institutional 
and unconstitutional re-
verse racism, the city yet 
was required to pay out 
$3 million in fees for the 

plaintiffs’ lawyers.
The City of Palm-

dale’s resistance to a re-
quest lodged in 2012 that 
it move to by-district vot-
ing resulted in a lawsuit 
which was adjudicated in 
the plaintiff’s favor after 
three years, resulting in 
the city having to cover 
the plaintiff’s $4.7 mil-
lion legal bill.

In 2018, the City of 
Santa Clara lost a simi-
lar suit and appealed that 
ruling, ultimately losing 
at the appellate level, 
whereupon it had to pay 
more than $3 million in 
the opposition’s legal 
costs, not including its 
own attorney’s fees. 

Between 2014 and 
2022, Lancaster-based 
attorney R. Rex Parris, 
Los Angeles-based law-
yer Milton Grimes, Mal-
ibu-based barrister Kev-
in Shenkman, Northern 
California-based legal 
practitioner Scott Raf-
ferty and Los Angeles-
based solicitor Matthew 
Barragan, who has since 
gone to work for the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office, col-
lectively generated for 
themselves over $7 mil-
lion in legal fees by ex-
ploiting a provision in the 
California Voting Rights 
Act that entitles a lawyer 
seeking to promote so-
called protected minority 
voter empowerment to 
bill the cities they engage 
with in that effort. 

In 2013, Parris, Shen-
kman and Grimes op-
portunistically surveyed 
the San Bernardino 
County landscape and 
selected what they con-
sidered to be the county’s 
most vulnerable juris-
diction among a hand-
ful of cities perceived 
to have foreclosed mi-
nority rights because of 
the relative scarcity of 
elected Hispanic office 
holders locally despite 
the region’s substan-
tial Latino population. 
Thus, Parris, Shenk-
man and Grimes in 2014 
settled upon the City of 
Highland, where despite 
more than 39 percent of 
the residents of that city 
being Latino, no Hispan-
ics at that time were serv-
ing on the city council. 
Highland thus became 
the first San Bernardino 
County city served with 
a demand that it alter the 
way it elects its coun-
cil members. Highland 

responded by placing 
an initiative, Measure 
T, on the ballot asking 
the city’s voters whether 
they wanted to switch 
to by-district elections. 
When the city’s voters in 
November 2014 rejected 
Measure T, with 2,862 
votes or 43.01 percent 
in favor and 3,793, or 
56.99 percent opposed, 
Parris, Shenkman and 
Grimes proceeded with 
the lawsuit on behalf 
of Lisa Garrett, a resi-
dent of Highland who 
claimed to be politically 
disenfranchised be-
cause she was Hispanic. 
Upon the matter going 
to trial, despite mak-
ing a finding that the 
socio-economic-based 
rationale presented by 
the plaintiff’s attorneys 
to support the need for 
ward elections was irrel-
evant and that Garrett’s 
assertion district voting 
was the only way to cure 
the alleged violation of 
the Voting Rights Act 
was false, San Bernardi-
no Superior Court Judge 
David Cohn mandated 
that Highland adopt a 
ward system. For their ef-
forts, Parris, Shenkman 
and Grimes experienced 
a substantial payday. 
Thereafter, Parris, Shen-
kman, Grimes and Mat-
thew Barragan, who was 
then the staff attorney 
representing the Mexi-
can American Legal 
Defense Fund known by 
the acronym MALDEF, 
threatened lawsuits un-
der the California Voter 
Rights Act against the 
cities of Barstow, Big 
Bear Lake, Chino, Chino 
Hills, Hesperia, Rancho 
Cucamonga, Redlands, 
Twentynine Palms, Up-
land and Yucaipa, as well 
as the towns of Apple 
Valley and Yucca Val-
ley. Later, such demands 
would be made against 
the cities of Fontana and 
Ontario. Rafferty, based 
more than 300 miles 
from San Bernardi-
no County in Walnut 
Creek, next joined the 
fray, making a demand 
against Victorville. 
A provision of the Cali-
fornia Voting Rights Act 
was that a city hit with 
a demand that it move 
to by-ward or by-district 
voting could seek a “safe 
harbor” from the ruinous 
storm of potential liti-
gation and get out from 

under the accusation that 
as a community its mem-
bers had engaged in ra-
cially polarized or ethni-
cally polarized voting by 
simply agreeing to make 
the voting system transi-
tion to wards or districts 
and paying the attorney 
making such a chal-
lenge a fee of $30,000 to 
$45,000.

In a number of San 
Bernardino County’s 
municipalities, city offi-
cials and residents where 
racially polarized vot-
ing had been alleged ex-
pressed umbrage at that 
suggestion and denied 
the assertions that there 
was a systemic or institu-
tionalized racial or ethnic 
bias built into their politi-
cal establishments. Nev-
ertheless, the prospect of 
having to wage a legal 
battle that, if won, would 
cost the city its own legal 
costs, and if lost, could 
run into the millions of 
dollars, persuaded city 
council after city council 
to simply fold and accept 
a transition to district 
voting without a fight.  
Despite the assumption 
of many that ward vot-
ing systems are a more 
democratic alternative in 
the selection of political 
leaders and the relative 
advantage those seeking 
a transition to ward/dis-
trict systems are given 
under the California Vot-
ing Rights Act notwith-
standing, there is yet con-
siderable debate over the 
issue of the relative mer-
its of the competing ward 
vs. at-large voting sys-
tems, including whether 
ward and district sys-
tems actually facilitate 
a fairer representation of 
the minority population. 
Front and center in the 
debate over voting rights 
is the contention of some 
voting rights advocates 
who maintain that ward-
based systems can em-
power minority voters by 
making it more likely that 
a minority candidate in a 
ward that is more heavily 
laden with minority vot-
ers will be elected than if 
that minority candidate 
must stand for election 
in a contest in which all 
of the voters of the juris-
diction are participating, 
thus diluting the minor-
ity vote. Nevertheless, 
some political theorists 
point out that in certain 
cases, particularly those 

in which racial or ethnic 
heterogeneity is evenly 
spread throughout the 
community, an election 
system changeover from 
at-large elections to ward 
elections is more likely 
to result in fewer mi-
norities being elected. 
 A substantial element of 
the population out and 
out rejects the accusation 
that polarized voting or 
racism is institutional-
ized into their commu-
nities. They point out 
that in a majority of the 
cities targeted for forced 
acceptance of ward/
district voting systems, 
members of protected 
minority groups have 
achieved elected office. 
Beyond the issue of ex-
tending representation 
to a single given element 
of the population, there 
are arguments presented 
against ward or district 
systems based upon the 
contention that political 
wards lend themselves 
to a corruption and bas-
tardization of the politi-
cal process. The impo-
sition of ward systems, 
those of this mindset 
contend, carries with it 
the potential for creating 
a set of fiefdoms within a 
city wherein if not abso-
lute, then near-absolute, 
power is installed in a 
single individual within 
each of those geographi-
cal divisions, rendering 
each such elected official 
a political boss in ef-
fect separately attended 
by a retinue of political 
henchmen fiercely loyal 
to that officeholder, who 
is able to dole out perks 
and favors at will and is 
empowered to act with 
utter ruthlessness and 
efficiency, unchecked by 
the majority of voters 
within the city as a whole 
who must live with the 
impacts of such depre-
dations. Such historical 
and ongoing examples of 
this consist of the politi-
cal realities in cities such 
as Chicago and Philadel-
phia, and indeed, closer 
to home, in the City of 
San Bernardino, where 
the voters in this year’s 
primary election made 
a rejection of that city’s 
now-lame duck political 
boss, Mayor John Valdiv-
ia, who established him-
self initially as the lord 
of the Third Ward in that 
city before moving up 
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Construction Manager Burton Talked 
Awadallah Into Letting  Invictus Develop 
The Project, After Which Move Was Made 
To Bypass Awadallah As Middleman So In-
victus Could Buy The Land Directly From 
Cernich & Aljazzar  from page 4

ect’s overarching goals.  
Thereafter,  on Decem-
ber 9, 2021, Burton intro-
duced Awadallah to Jel-
mar Pasco, the principal 
in Adupus Vitae, LLC, 
Charles Yi and Kevin 
Kim of Landmark Real 
Estate who was interest-
ed in the San Bernardino 
Project. Likewise Pasco, 
Yi and Kim executed a 
nondisclosure agreement 
and noncircumvention 
pact with Awadallah, 
which specifically called 
for noninterference 
with and nondisclosure 
to the sellers Awadal-
lah was in contact with.   
On January 5, 2022, 
Awadallah and Aljazzar 
on behalf of Pacific Coast 
International Group ex-
ecuted a purchase agree-
ment, memorializing the 
purchase price of  the 
property for $1,700,000 if 
the rock crushing Reso-
lution was provided, with 
$100,000 due on Febru-
ary 28, 2022. 

On January 19, 2022, 
to preserve the New 
York Innovative Build-
erss, LLC interests in 
the transaction with Pa-
cific Coast International 
Group, LLC, Awadallah 
recorded a notice of in-
tent to preserve interest 
on the Subject Property 
with the San Bernardino 
County Recorder’s Of-
fice. 

Burton presented a 
proposal to Awadallah 
that he make a second-
ary sale of the property 
to Invictus Global Group, 
LLC, which was con-
trolled by Yi and that 
Pasco and Kim work 
together with Burton to 
facilitate the sale of the 
property to Invictus.  

In listening to Burton, 
Awadallah said, he was 
initially less than fully 
willing to embrace the 
proposal from Invictus, 
which wanted in on the 
Verdemont project and 
to essentially take it over 
entirely.  

“When they presented 
their offer, I was hesi-
tant,” Awadallah said. “I 
wanted to develop this 
myself, but Peter Burton 
kept on, persisting. He 
said, ‘Sell it to us (In-
victus) for $2.5 million. 

He used all the tactics he 
could think of to butter 
me up and agree, which 
included a promise of 
partnership, starting a 
company together, giving 
me a percentage of the to-
tal construction revenue, 
15 percent to 20 percent. 
So, I thought about it and 
thought he’s a man of his 
word. I said, ‘Why not? 
It’s almost a million dol-
lars and could be more if 
the seller fails to provide 
the resolution from the 
city to do the concrete 
crushing on the site plus 
15 percent to 20 percent 
of total construction rev-
enue of a $20 million job 
to be bought out for my 
contractual rights. We’ll 
be developing the com-
munity together. Every-
one’s happy.  When I was 
presented with the offer 
Jelmar Pasco sent me, I 
thought with the agree-
ment it was a done deal 
by then, just like any oth-
er transaction I’ve been 
involved in.”

On January 18, 2022, 
Awadallah and Yi/In-
victus Global Group, 
LLC reached an agreed 
upon a purchase price of 
$2,500,000 for the por-
erty and on the same day 
a secondary purchase 
agreement was drawn up. 
That agreement was on 
the brink of being signed 
and executed, Awadallah 
said, but then things went 
bad.

“Then it was a com-
plete 180,” he said., “to-
tally contradicting every-
thing. Obviously, at that 
point he never had any 
intention of fulfilling any 
of those promises.” 

On February 28, 
2022 Awalallah was pre-
pared to pay Aljazzar 
the $100,000.00 down 
payment that was due. 
Aljazzar put him off and 
on March 4, 2022, during 
a  Zoom call, Awadallah 
again sought to make the 
down payment. Aljazzar 
declined to accept the 
$100,000.00, stating that 
he was doing Awalallah 
a favor. 

According to Awalal-
lah, thereafter, Burton, 
Cernich Yi Invictus, Aal-
jazzar and Kim gave him 
“the run-around by “en-

gaging in conduct that 
indicated that 

none of them intended 
on honoring the terms of 
the January 5, 2022 pur-
chase agreement.

On March 7, 2022, the 
January 18, 2022 second-
ary purchase 

agreement pending 
between Awadallah and 
Yi/Invictus Global Grou-
po, LLC was revisited 
and revised into a subse-
quent one. On March 17, 
2022, Awadallah signed 
the January 5, 2022 pur-
chase agreement to ex-
ecute the agreement of 
the sale of the property to 
Invictus for the purchase 
price of $2.68 million. Yi, 
however, did not sign the 
January 5, 2022 purchase 
agreement. Twelve days 
later, on March 29, 2022, 
Yi informed Awadal-
lah that Invictus was 
withdrawing from nego-
tiations to purchase the 
property from as part of 
the secondary purchase 
transaction that the par-
ties had been working to 
finalize. 

According to Awadal-
lah’s attorney, Los An-
geles-based James D. 
Hornbuckle, the January 
5, 2022 purchase agree-
ment between Awadallah 
and Pacific Coast Inter-
national Group LLC was 
executed.

In a lawsuit brought 
on Awadallah’s behalf 
and filed in federal court 
in Riverside on October 
21, Hornbuckle main-
tains that Defendant Pe-
ter Burton consistently 
tried to induce plaintiff to 
breach their non-disclo-
sure agreement  by im-
properly prompting Mr. 
Awadallah to introduce 
defendants Peter Burton, 
Jelmar Pasco, Kevin Kim 
and Charles Yi to defen-
dants Eric Cernich and 
defendant Omar Ronald 
Aljazzar. Plaintiff was 
never willing to do such, 
as it would violate the 
non-

disclosure agreement 
and cause problems with 
the sale of the subject 
property.”

According to Horn-
buckle, “On April 13, 
2022, after receiving no 
word from any of the 
aforementioned defen-
dants about closing es-
crow of the subject prop-
erty for several months, 
plaintiff contacted de-
fendant Peter Burton to 
inquire about the delay. 
During this phone call, 

defendant Burton in-
formed plaintiff… that 
defendant Burton had 
breached their non-dis-
closure agreement by 
speaking to defendant 
Eric Cernich regarding 
the sale of the subject 
property.”

According to Horn-
buckle, Burton told 
Awadallah that he had 
learned that Poacific 
Coast International had 
not in fact purchased 
the property from Cer-
nich, Oxbow or any of 
Cernich’s related entities 
at the earlier purported 
price of $1.5 million and 
that “Pacific defendants 
Pacific Coast Interna-
tional Group, LLC and/
or Omar Ronald Aljazzar 
got paid under the table 
to act as the strawman 
for Eric Cernich’s ben-
efit and ‘there are work-
arounds to the non-dis-
closure agreement.”

About two weeks later, 
according to Hornbuckle, 
Burton further breached  
the non-disclosure agree-
ment by speaking to Cer-
nich regarding the sale 
of the property without 
Awadallah’s consent, dis-
closing to Cernich that Yi 
and Invictus were inter-
ested in purchasing the 
property for $2.68 mil-
lion dollars, $980,000 
over the contract price of 
the January 5, 2022 pur-
chase agreement.

According to the law-
suit, Burton’s provision 
of that information in de-
fiance of the nondisclo-
sure agreement resulted 
in Aljazzar and Pacific 
Coast International seek-
ing to cancel the January 
5, 2022 purchase agree-
ment or circumvent the 
terms in order to sell 
the property for a higher 
price to Yi/Invictus. 

“In essence, the defen-
dants were working in 
concert with one another 
to cut 

Plaintiff out of the 
deal once they learned 
plaintiff had a secondary 
purchaser for the sub-
ject property at a price 
that was higher than the 
$1,700,000 plaintiff was 
under contract to pay for 
the subject property.”

Once Aljazzar and Pa-
cific Coast International 
were informed that Yi 
and Invictus were inter-
ested in purchasing the 
property for $2.68 mil-
lion, they sought to cir-
cumvent Awadallah with 
the connivance of Burton 

and Cernich and inter-
fered with Awadallah’s 
purchase of the property, 
according to the lawsuit. 
Burton was motivated, 
according to Hornbuckle, 
to cut Awadallah out as a 
middleman in the trans-
action and selling directly 
the property on behalf of 
Cernich and Aljazzar to 
obtain a higher commis-
sion on this deal, which is 
to be based on a percent-
age of construction rev-
enue with Awadallah out 
of the picture.”

This violated the No-
vember 23, 2021 non-
disclosure agreement, 
according to Hornbuckle. 
Pacific Coast Interna-
tional Group, LLC, Al-
jazzar, Burton, Burton 
Construction & Man-
agement, Inc.’s collec-
tive motive for breaching 
their contract with 

Awadallah was to ac-
cept the higher offer of-
fered by Yi on behalf 

of Invictus Group, 
LLC to increase their re-
spective profits. In doing 
so, according to Horn-
buckle, Burton and Al-
jazzar breached their fi-
duciary duties as licensed 
real estate agents in the 
State of California, and 
further, intentionally 

interfered with the 
January 5, 2022 purchase 
agreement.

According to Horn-
buckle, Cernich and 
Aljazzar continuously 
failed to fulfill the terms 
of the January 5, 2022 
purchase agreement by 
not obtaining the re-
quired details on the con-
crete crushing resolution 
in order to finally close 
escrow, and/or commu-
nicate with regard to that 
situation as was needed. 
Neither ever performed 
in producing from the 
city council a resolution 
to allow for on-site crush-
ing of the concrete or 
specifying the precise lo-
cation that was supposed 
to exist for the concrete 
crushing approximately 
1,000 feet off-site. Com-
pounding that, accord-
ing to Hornbuckle, after 
Cernich and Aljazzar 
informed Awadallah that 
the city denied the per-
mits to crush on-site at 
the property, they “failed 
to make any indication 
they intended to drop 
the purchase price from 
$1,700,000 to $1,300,000 
as agreed upon should 
the rock [i.e., concrete] 
crushing resolution not 

be provided, let alone any 
indication they intended 
to close escrow and honor 
the January 5, 2022 pur-
chase agreement.”

With Jelmar Pasco, 
according to the lawsuit, 
Burton breached their re-
spective non-disclosure 
agreements by speaking 
to the City of San Ber-
nardino regarding the 
terms of the January 5, 
2022 purchase agree-
ment without informing 
Awadallah or obtaining 
his consent.

Burton thereafter, ac-
cording to the lawsuit, 
facilitated a fraudulent 
conveyance of the prop-
erty to defendant Aber-
deen Developers, LLC, 
controlled by Kyndra 
Mayo, thereby breaching 
the Joint Venture Agree-
ment and Non-Disclosure 
Agreement by engaging 
in unauthorized commu-
nications and business 
practices.

Additionally, accord-
ing to the lawsuit, an 
individual by the name 
of Gus Dahleh, which is 
quite possibly a fictional 
person, assisted the in-
terlopers when he formed   
on or about July 19, 2022 
a California limited li-
ability company with ex-
actly the same name as 
that company controlled 
by Awadallah, New 
York Innovative Build-
ers, LLC, headquartered 
at 2516 Bayside Drive 
in Corona Del Mar, CA 
92625. 

Awadallah’s company 
is New York Innovative 
Builders, LLC, a New 
York limited liability 
company headquartered 
in Pleasant Valley, New 
York and  incorporated in 
the State of New York. 

The newly-created 
California limited li-
ability company was then 
used to, according to 
the lawsuit, fraudulently 
record a “release of no-
tice of intent to preserve 
interest” in the subject 
property. Dahleh signed 
the fraudulent release as 
a “member” of New York 
Innovative Builders, LLC 
just one day after the ar-
ticles of incorporation 
for New York Innovative 
Builders was filed with 
the State of California. 

 In what Hornbuck-
le characterized as a 
“fraudulent” transaction, 
on or around August 24, 
2022, Pacific Coast In-
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Pacheco represented in 
San Bernardino County 
from office.

In the simplest terms, 
beginning with the 2019 
election cycle, three 
Baldwin Park officials – 
Pacheco, who was then 
one of that city’s council-
men; Robert Tafoya, who 
was then Baldwin Park’s 
city attorney; and Mike 
Taylor, who had been 
from 2014 to 2016  and 
would agaoin become 
from late 2017 until 2019 
Baldwin Park’s police 
chief – imported the po-
litical graft that all three 
were involved in within 
the 6.79-square mile Los 
Angeles County city lo-
cated at the confluence 
of the 10 Freeway and 
the 605 Freeway west 
and north of West Co-
vina and west and south 
of Irwindale, east of El 
Monte, south of the San-
ta Fe Dam Recreational 
Area and north of the 
unincorporated Los An-
geles County community 
of Bassett some 35 miles 
west along the 10 Free-
way to an xx-square mile 
jurisdiction within the 
San Bernardino County 
communities of Fontana, 
Rialto, Bloomington, 
Colton and patches of un-
incorporated county area 
and northlying strip of 
Riverside County where 
the West Valley Water 
District serves as the wa-
ter purveyor to roughly 
89,000 households and 
businesses.

Taylor was a resi-
dent in the most upscale 
neighborhood in Rialto, 
where he had made the 
acquaintance and then 
developed a friendship 
with Dr. Clifford Young, 
a former San Bernardino 
County supervisor who 
beginning in 2013 had 
been a member of the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict Board of Directors. 
Taylor had run, unsuc-
cessfully, for a position 
on the board in 2015. In 
2017, when Young was 
due to seek reelection, 
Taylor joined him as a 
candidate for the board. 

It was at that point 
that Taylor, Pacheco and 

Tafoya cut a deal. Earlier 
that year, Pacheco had 
entered into a corrupt 
bargain with at least two 
would-be commercial 
marijuana entrepreneurs, 
promising to obtain for 
them permits to oper-
ate within Baldwin Park 
in exchange for bribes. 
Tafoya, to advance that 
scheme, authored an or-
dinance passed by the 
city council at Pacheco’s 
encouragement and with 
his support that in es-
sence conferred monop-
olies or near monopolies 
on three companies deal-
ing in marijuana or can-
nabis products operating 
within Baldwin Park. 
In return for Tafoya au-
thoring “hit pieces,” i.e., 
negative campaign mail-
ers targeting Young and 
Taylor’s political oppo-
nents in the 2017 West 
Valley Water District 
race and Pacheco hitting 
the marijuana entrepre-
neurs who were paying 
him off for money to fi-
nance Taylor’s campaign, 
Taylor agreed to arrange 
for Tafoya to be hired as 
the West Valley Water 
District’s general legal 
counsel once he was on 
the board and to find an 
equally lucrative position 
for Pacheco as an admin-
istrator/manager with the 
district. Thrown into the 
bargain was that Pacheco 
and Tafoya working to-
gether would see to it that 
Taylor was brought back 
to serve as Baldwin Park 
police chief.

According to the FBI,  
Pacheco steered money 
from the marijuana entre-
preneurs who were lining 
his pockets in exchange 
for approval of their 
operations in Baldwin 
Park into Taylor’s water 
board campaign finance 
coffers.  that helped to 
fund Taylor’s victory in 
the November 2017 elec-
tion for a position on the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict Board of Directors.  
Particularly helpful in 
that regard was Sharone 
Barshatski, the principal 
in a marijuana-related 
company that ultimately 
obtained an operating 

permit in Baldwin Park. 
Barshatski provided Tay-
lor with $10,000 for his 
campaign. Furthermore, 
Pacheco used money that 
had been provided to him 
by the cannabis-related 
business interests and 
“laundered” through po-
litical action committee 
he controlled, the Cali-
fornia Education Coali-
tion, known as CEC for 
short, to make a $7,000 
donation to Taylor’s cam-
paign on September 26, 
2017.

Young was reelected 
and Taylor was elected 
in the November 2017 
race, and their ally, Kyle 
Crowther, was success-
ful as well in a specially 
held election to select a 
replacement for the final 
two years on the term of 
Alan Dyer, who had de-
feated Taylor in the 2015 
election but who had 
resigned in July 2016, 
a little more than eight 
months into what was 
supposed to be his four-
year tenure.

Less than two weeks 
after Taylor had won that 
election, Pacheco sup-
ported the rehiring of 
Taylor as Baldwin Park 
Police Chief,  and Tafoya 
wrote up the contract that 
spelled out the terms of 
Taylor’s rehiring. 

Taylor, upon assum-
ing office as a member 
of the West Valley Water 
District Board in Decem-
ber 2017 persuaded his 
board colleagues to hire 
Tafoya as the water dis-
trict’s general counsel.

 In March 2018, Tay-
lor successfully lobbied 
his board colleagues to 
hire Pacheco into an as-
sistant general manager’s 
position with the water 
district the councilman 
did not have the technical 
expertise to fill that paid 
the city councilman just 
shy of a quarter of a mil-
lion dollars a year in total 
compensation. There-
upon, at Tafoya’s sug-
gestion, Taylor abstained 
from the vote ratifying 
Pacheco’s employment 
contract. 

Even before 2017 had 
ended, Pacheco’s activ-
ity and interaction with 
elements of the nascent 
marijuana industry had 
registered on the FBI’s 
radar screen, resulting 
in him falling under in-
tense scrutiny even as 
he was accepting at least 
$280,000 in under-the-
table payments from 

various principals in 
marijuana-related enter-
prises that were seek-
ing permits to transact 
business in Baldwin 
Park. Despite their best 
efforts, federal agents 
were unable to catch Pa-
checo red-handed taking 
money from those who 
were bribing him. The 
FBI devised a strategy 
whereby they employed 
two Baldwin Park police 
officers to dialogue with 
Pacheco over the city’s 
ongoing police officers’ 
employment contract 
negotiations with the 
Baldwin Park Police As-
sociation. Ultimately, in 
exchange for Pacheco’s 
promise to vote in fa-
vor of the contract that 
had been worked out 
between the police offi-
cers’ bargaining unit and 
the city, which Pacheco 
made good on during a 
city council meeting in 
March 2018, the officers 
paid or made arrange-
ments to convey $37,900 
in bribes to the coun-
cilman from January 
through October 2018. 
That money included 
$17,900, which was dis-
tributed through checks 
made out to Pacheco’s 
church and to what the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office 
referred to as “sham po-
litical committees” un-
der the names of other 
people but controlled by 
Pacheco, as well as an 
envelope with $20,000 
in cash that one of the of-
ficers slipped to Pacheco 
at a Baldwin Park coffee 
shop. 

Rather than immedi-
ately acting upon having 
established that Pacheco 
was accepting bribes, 
the FBI continued to 
observe his interactions 
with a host of others, 
monitoring his commu-
nications and scrutiniz-
ing his official actions.  
In December 2018, the 
FBI without fanfare 
served a search warrant 
at Pacheco’s home, dur-
ing the course of which 
agents confronted him 
with some of the evi-
dence that had been ac-
cumulated against him. 
During that search, the 
FBI found, or was led to 
by Pacheco, $83,145 in 
cash, including $62,900 
the councilman had had 
buried in his backyard in 
two locations. Thereafter, 
Pacheco cooperated with 
the FBI, regularly turn-
ing over to federal agents 

and the U.S. Attorney’s 
office his cell phones and 
computers, or otherwise 
allowing them to monitor 
his phone calls, text mes-
sages and emails.

While it is now well 
documented that Pacheco 
was forthcoming in pro-
viding federal authorities 
with access to the stan-
dard devices he routinely 
used and the information 
they contained, the Sen-
tinel has independently 
learned that he, Tafoya 
and Taylor had been and 
were continuing to com-
municate by means of 
a series of inexpensive 
and prepaid cell phones, 
commonly referred to as 
“burner phones,” they 
would discard after a few 
months of use. It is not 
clear whether Pacheco 
disclosed to the FBI that 
he was using such de-
vices or the information 
contained thereon. 

Relatively soon after 
he had been hired into the 
assistant general manag-
er’s position at the West 
Valley Water District, it 
was recognized gener-
ally throughout that or-
ganization that Pacheco 
had no qualifications for 
the post and that he had 
been provided with the 
job as a sinecure, what 
was an essentially do-
nothing and highly lucra-
tive position, in what was 
a political favor. From 
the time of his hiring at 
the end of March 2018 
until March of 2019, Pa-
checo made sporadic ap-
pearances at West Valley 
Water District headquar-
ters. As of April 2019, he 
was a complete no-show 
at the district offices. 
In May 2019, it was an-
nounced that Pacheco 
was on paid adminis-
trative leave, though he 
continued to draw his 
full pay until November 
2019, a total of more than 
$135,000 over the nearly 
eight months he was in 
total absentia. In Novem-
ber 2019, Pacheco’s em-
ployment with the dis-
trict was terminated, at 
which point he was pro-
vided with a $146,459.82 
severance equal to nine 
months’ salary. In this 
way, Pacheco was paid 
more than $525,000 for 
doing nothing.                                         

  Throughout 2019, the 
ongoing FBI investiga-
tion into the corruption at 
Baldwin Park City Hall 
was spreading across 
the landscape of South-

ern California from Los 
Angeles County and into 
San Bernardino County, 
primarily because of the 
connection to the West 
Valley Water District in-
volving Pacheco, Tafoya 
and Taylor.

The FBI was extreme-
ly discrete in serving 
the search warrants on 
and conducting its raids 
regarding Pacheco, his 
home, vehicle and of-
fice. In this way, both 
the FBI and the U.S. At-
torney’s Office managed 
to encircle the Baldwin 
Park councilman and 
slowly over time reduce 
the circumference of the 
investigative parameters 
around him, squeezing 
him into a compliant atti-
tude of cooperation with 
the ongoing investiga-
tion into just who was in-
volved in corrupting the 
wheels of government, 
holding out the possibil-
ity of leniency, or relative 
leniency, if he was able 
to implicate others and 
allow the FBI to docu-
ment that activity. The 
initial FBI focus on Pa-
checo within the context 
of Baldwin Park permit-
ting of marijuana-related 
businesses expanded to 
include the companies 
involved paying off poli-
ticians elsewhere, such 
as in Compton, and it 
followed Pacheco’s, Ta-
foya’s and Taylor’s trails 
to the headquarters of 
the West Valley Water 
District at 855 West Base 
Line Road in Rialto. The 
FBI scrutinized the situ-
ation to see if Pacheco’s 
colleagues on the Bald-
win Park City Council 
were being greased as 
well or whether they had 
merely been beguiled by 
Pacheco and the business 
applicants into thinking 
that allowing such opera-
tions to set up in Baldwin 
Park would provide the 
cash-strapped munici-
pality with much needed 
revenue in terms of per-
mitting fees and taxes on 
the product to be grown 
or sold. 

The FBI were heav-
ily focused on Tafoya’s 
degree of involvement, 
as he was setting up the 
ground rules by which 
applicants for permits 
would compete for what 
in the end would be a lim-
ited number of marijuana 
cultivation and retail op-
portunities in Baldwin 
Park, and Taylor, who as 

Pacheco Conveyed Bribe Money From 
Marijuana Entrepreneurs To Taylor For His 
WVWD Board Election & Voted To Make 
Him Baldwin Park Police Chief; Tafoya As-
sisted Pacheco Shake Down The Cannabis 
Companies And Wrote Taylor’s Contract: 
Taylor Hired Tafoya & Pacheco Into Lucra-
tive WVWD Assignments from front page
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ternational Group, LLC 
transferred the property 
to Aberdeen Develop-
ers, LLC, by recording a 
grant deed with the San 
Bernardino County Re-
corder’s Office. 

According to the law-
suit,  there is cause to be-
lieve that Gus Dahleh or 
the individual using that 
name is the husband of 
Kyndra Mayo, the owner 

of Aberdeen Developers, 
LLC. 

“Plaintiff is informed 
and believes, and on that 
basis thereon alleges, that 
defendant Gus Dahleh 
and defendant Kyndra 
Mayo are both personal 
and professional friends 
of defendant Omar Ron-
ald Aljazzar, the owner 
of Pacific Coast Interna-
tional Group LLC.

According to the law-
suit, “the transfer of the 
subject property from 
defendant Pacific Coast 
International Group to 
defendant Aberdeen De-
velopers, LLC was a 
fraudulent transfer done 
to avoid the almost cer-
tain liability that defen-
dant Pacific Coast Inter-
national, Group,  LLC 
would incur as a result of 
its breach of the January 
5, 2022 purchase agree-
ment.  According to the 
lawsuit, as of September 
15, 2022 escrow on the 
August 24, 2022 trans-
fer still had not closed. 
“Plaintiff has since con-
strued this to mean De-
fendant Aberdeen De-
velopers, LLC has not 
paid any of the alleged 
$1,500,000 purchase 
price as provided for on 

the grant deed between 
defendant Pacific Coast 
International Group, 
LLC and defendant Aber-
deen Developers, LLC.”

As a consequence of 
the defendants’ actions 
and misdeeds, Awadal-
lah has not obtained the 
property and has not 
been able to develop it 
himself or arrange for a 
legitimate developer to 
proceed with the project.

The situation cre-
ated in Verdemont more 
than two years ago when 
Valdivia, in apparent 
exchange for campaign 
money, gave permission 
for the dumping of the 
concrete in a manner and 
at a location he did not 
have the authority to give 
yet remains. That dilem-
ma will not be resolved 
before he leaves office.

“”It doesn’t take Ein-
stein to put two and 
two together to see that 
there’s clearly more than 
what meets the surface,” 
Awadallah told the Sen-
tinel this week. “It’s time 
for the people of San 
Bernardino to be heard, 
given the hazardous issue 
with the concrete pile. My 
uncle passed away due to 
COVID in late 2020 as a 
consequence of respira-
tory disease. That’s why I 
don’t take this lightly and 
what has happened to me 
and the people is infuriat-
ing.”

Graft and corruption 
are at play, Awadallah 
said, “especially with the 
fraud and conduct, forg-
ery, misrepresentation, 
straw men purchases.

“I’d be willing to fly 
to San Bernardino spe-

cifically because for this 
issue and hear from the 
people of San Bernardino 
their side of the story,” 
he continued. “Fifteen 
years for a project to be 
developed is unheard of. 
We need to show that the 
people fo San Bernardi-
no, the city, is not to be 
played for fools. We can 
stand up for what’s right. 
If someone chases mon-
etary gain, it runs. How 
about focusing on serv-
ing the community and 
making good on prom-
ises, treating people the 
way you want to be treat-
ed and not trying to pull a 
fast one? I haven’t been to 
the circus in a while, but 
this surely looks and feels 
like one.”

-Mark Gutglueck

Working Together, Cernich, Aljazzar &  
Burton Arranged To Cut Awadallah Out 
Of The Deal To Sell The Land Directly 
To Invictus By Creating Bogus California 
Company  With Identical Name To Awadal-
lah’s New York LLC To Fraudulently Re-
cord A Release Of Interest On The Prop-
erty & Follow That With A Bogus Transfer 
Of The Property To A Shell Company To 
Prevent The Land From Transferring To 
Awadallah  from page 6

police chief would have 
at least some say in the 
police department’s en-
forcement of the city’s 
rules and ordinances and 
enforcement of those 
regulations. The FBI’s 
suspicion fell on Tafoya 
because of the manner 
in which his drafting of 
the ordinances conferred 
out-and-out monopolies 
or overwhelming advan-
tages on those entities 
bribing Pacheco. Taylor’s 
involvement in the pro-
cesses was more subtle 
and indirect. Complicat-
ing the FBI’s effort to 
capture a clear picture 
of the plotting that was 
ongoing among “the big 
three,” as Pacheco, Ta-
foya and Taylor came to 
be known, was their use 
of the burner phones.

Almost immediately 
after the raid at his home 
had taken place, Pacheco 
informed Tafoya and 
Taylor of what had oc-
curred. Tafoya and Tay-
lor, circumspectly, ad-
vised Pacheco on what he 
should say to the agents 
and how he should say 
it. The burner phones, 
which provided the three 
with a means of com-
municating that was not 
compromised in the way 
that Pacheco’s use of his 
other phone and comput-
ers were, facilitated this. 
Simultaneously, Pacheco 
had quietly agreed to co-

operate with the FBI, as-
sistance which included 
allowing agents to set up 
points of vantage with 
regard to a whole host of 
interactions he was hav-
ing, while he was yet a 
councilman and mayor 
pro tem in Baldwin Park, 
with businessman, other 
politicians, political op-
eratives and community 
leaders.

In March 2020, the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office 
under seal filed criminal 
charges against Pacheco, 
at which point the coun-
cilman simultaneously 
entered a plea to those 
charges. The case and 
plea arrangement were 
kept secret to allow the 
FBI’s investigation of 
public corruption to con-
tinue, and the council-
man’s participating as a 
confidential informant 
was extended. In June 
2020, Pacheco, in keep-
ing with the terms of 
the plea arrangement,  
resigned from the coun-
cil. To protect the yet 
ongoing investigation, 
no disclosure of the plea 
arrangement was made 
by the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office, and Pacheco pub-
licly stated that he had 
resigned so he could 
spend more time with his 
family and pursue other 
professional endeavors. 

For anyone paying at-
tention, on October 28, 
2020 it became clear 
that there was something 
amiss, as on that day 
the FBI served search 
warrants at the home of 
Compton City Council-
man Isaac Galvan, the 
downtown Los Ange-

les law office of Robert 
Tafoya and the Upland 
home of San Bernardino 
County Planning Com-
missioner Gabe Chavez.

An analysis of the 
search warrants and the 
entire circumstance led 
those whose premises 
had been searched to the 
inescapable conclusion 
that Pacheco was an FBI 
informant. Then, three 
months later, that reality 
was spelled out in explic-
it terms when the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office in Jan-
uary 2021 publicly an-
nounced Pacheco’s June 
2020 guilty plea and the 
details relating to his ac-
ceptance of bribes from 
the officers with the po-
lice union, revealing the 
charges against him and 
partially unsealing the 
plea agreement by which 
Pacheco had agreed to 
fully cooperate in ongo-
ing public corruption in-
vestigations. The redac-
tions in the document 
were intended, the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office said, 
“to protect the integrity 
of ongoing aspects of 
those investigations.”

Taylor, who left as 
police chief in late 2018, 
in November 2020 made 
an unsuccessful run for 
a position on the Rialto 
City Council. Follow-
ing the 2019 election, the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict transitioned from 
board election in odd-
number years to even 
number years, extending 
all of the incumbents’ 
terms by one year. In 
December 2021, Kyle 
Crowther, having been 
provided with an out-of-

state job offer, resigned 
as a West Valley board 
member to accept the job. 
Early the next month, 
Clifford Young, in the 
aftermath of his wife’s 
death and facing a health 
challenge of his own, re-
signed. In late May, Tay-
lor, concerned with the 
extent of the yet-ongoing 
federal investigation into 
matters touching on both 
Baldwin Park and the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict, tendered his resig-
nation. In July, he moved 
to Arkansas. In August, 
Clifford Young died.  

On October 7, the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office 
announced charges and 
a plea agreement per-
taining to Chavez’s use 
of his Claremont-based 
internet marketing com-
pany, Market Share Me-
dia Agency, to launder 
$170,000 in payoffs to Pa-
checo that had originated 
with two companies that 
had received marijuana-
related commercial oper-
ating permits in Baldwin 
Park.

In conjunction with 
that announcement, the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office 
unsealed a set of docu-
ments, including the 
charges against Chavez, 
Chavez’s plea agreement 
and Pacheco’s plea agree-
ment. Those documents 
detailed the activity Pa-
checo was involved in, 
including his interactions 
with the commercial 
marijuana companies 
that obtained permits to 
operate in Baldwin Park 
as well as those he had 
with Tafoya, Chavez and 

Taylor, among others. 
Pacheco’s plea agree-
ment was augmented 
with an exhibit, the “Fac-
tual Basis” provided to 
the court to support Pa-
checo’s guilty plea. Re-
vealed in that document 
was how Tafoya behind 
the scenes instructed Pa-
checo, Taylor and Chavez 
to comport themselves in 
carrying out the activity 
they were engaging in, 
including the methodol-
ogy by which the can-
nabis companies hid and 
laundered the kickbacks 
Pacheco was receiving 
for approving those ap-
plicants’ operating per-
mits in Baldwin Park.

In the “Factual Ba-
sis” narrative generated 
by the FBI, Tafoya is re-
ferred to as “Person 1” 
and Taylor is referred to 
as “Person 2.” 

According to the “Fac-
tual Basis” narrative, Ta-
foya assisted Pacheco not 
only in devising a strate-
gy to shake down would-
be marijuana entrepre-
neurs looking to set up 
operations in Baldwin 
Park, he accompanied 
him to some key meet-
ings early on with those 
businessmen and assist-
ed in the shake down.

According to the FBI 
narrative, “Beginning 
in at least June 2017 and 
continuing through at 
least December 2018, de-
fendant entered into an 
agreement with Person 4, 
defendant’s “fundraising 
guy,” in which Person 4 
would solicit “consult-
ing” contracts from Mar-
ijuana Companies 3 and 

4, both of whom were 
seeking city marijuana 
cultivation and manu-
facturing development 
agreements.”

The Sentinel has iden-
tified Person 4 as Gabe 
Chavez

“The development 
agreement for Mari-
juana Company 3 was 
worth well in excess of 
$220,000, and the de-
velopment agreement 
for Marijuana Company 
4 was worth well in ex-
cess of $198,000,” the 
FBI narrative continues. 
“Defendant and Person 
4 agreed that Person 4 
would charge Marijua-
na Companies 3 and 4 
$150,000 each in consult-
ing fees, which would be 
paid to Person 4’s com-
pany, Consulting Com-
pany 2. Of the $150,00, 
defendant would receive 
60 percent of those fees 
and Person 4 would re-
ceive 40 percent of the 
fees. Person 4 would 
withdraw cash from his 
consulting Company 2 
account and provide de-
fendant his payments in 
cash in order to conceal 
the transactions. In ex-
change, defendant would 
vote for and support 
Marijuana Companies 3 
and 4’s city development 
agreements.”

The narrative contin-
ues, “At some point in 
2017, after this conversa-
tion, Person 1 [i.e., Ta-
foya] provided defendant 
a physical copy of sample 
‘consultant agreement’ 
that Person 1 told defen-
dant he would have his 

Continued on Page 11

Once The FBI Put 
The Squeeze On 
Pacheco, He Even-
tually Ratted On 
Everyone  from page 7 
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices

SUMMONS – (CITA-
CION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (NU-
MERO DEL CASO):   21ST 
CV 45171

NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANT:

(AVISO DEMANDA-
DO):

RODRIGO FRAN-
CISCO MANUEL, AKA 
RODRIGO F. MANUEL, 
AKA RODRIGO FRAN-
CISCO 

 YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 

(LO ESTA DEMAN-
DANDO EL DEMAN-
DANTE): DEOMARLEE 
LALU SY, MARIA JOSE 
VILLEGAS, ESTELITA 
SY 

NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your be-
ing heard unless you respond 
within 30 days. Read the infor-
mation below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are served on you 
to file a written response at this 
court and have a copy served 
on the plaintiff. A letter or 
phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be 
in proper legal form if you want 
the court to hear your case. 
There may be a court form that 
you can use for your response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the court 
clerk for a fee waiver form. If 
you do not file your response 
on time, you may lose the case 
by default, and your wages, 
money, and property may be 
taken without further warning 
from the court.

There are other legal re-
quirements. You may want to 
call an attorney right away. If 
you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an at-
torney referral service. If you 
cannot afford an attorney, you 
may be eligible for free legal 
services from a nonprofit le-
gal services program. You can 
locate these nonprofit groups 
at the California Legal Ser-
vices Web site (www.lawhelp-
california.org), the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Cen-
ter (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case.

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 dias, la corte puede decidir 
en su contra sin escuchar su 
version. Lea la informacion a 
continuacion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que 
le entregue esta citación y 
papeles legales para presen-
tar una respuesta por escrito 
en esta corte y hacer que se 
entregue una copia al deman-
dante. Una carta o una llamada 
telefonica no le protegen. Su 
respuesta por escrito tiene que 
estar on formato legal correcto 
si desea que procesen su caso 
en la corte. Es posible que haya 
un formulario que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formulario de 
la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede mas cerca. 
Si no puede pagar la cuota de 
presentación, pida si secretario 
de la corta que le de un formu-
lario de exencion de pago de 
cuotas. Si no presenta su respu-
esta a tiempo, puede perder el 
caso por incumplimiento y la 

corte le podrá quitar su sueldo, 
dinero y bienes sin mas adver-
tencia.

Hay otros requisitos lega-
les. Es recomendable que llame 
a un abogado inmediatamente. 
Si no conoce a un abogado, pu-
ede llamar a un servicio de re-
misión a abogados. Si no puede 
pagar a un abogado, es posible 
que cumpla con los requisitos 
para obtener servicios legales 
gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en 
el sitio web de California Le-
gal Services, (www.lawhelp-
california.org), en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), 
o poniendose en contacto con 
la corte o el colegio de aboga-
dos locales. AVISO: Por ley, la 
corte tiene derecho a reclamar 
las cuotas y los costos exentos 
gravamen sobre cualquier re-
cuperación de $10,000 o mas 
de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corte antes de que la 
corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of 
the court is: (El nombre y la 
direccion de la corte es):

Spring Street Courthouse
310 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
 The name, address and 

telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is: (El nombre, la di-
reccion y el numero de telefono 
del abogado del demandante, o 
del demendante que no tiene 
abogado, es):

Oscar E. Toscano  State 
Bar #84736 

625 W. Broadway, Suite B
Glendale, CA  91204 
Phone: (818) 241-0806
DATE (Fecha): December 

10, 2021
Clerk (Secretario), by R. 

Clifton, Deputy (Adjunto) 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on:  
10/14, 10/21, 10/28 & 11/04, 
2022.

FBN 20220006980 
The following person is do-

ing business as LAW OFFICE 
OF JON F. HAMILTON   700 E. 
REDLANDS BLVD., SUITE U 
#165   REDLANDS, CA  92373 
principally in SAN BERNARDINO 
COUNTY:

JON F HAMILTON   1320 
GARDEN STREET   REDLANDS, 
CA 92373 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL   

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JULY 1, 2022

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant who 
declares as true information which 
he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

s/ JON F. HAMILTON, Indi-
vidual Owner  

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
07/26/2022

I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/
Deputy G8420

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a 
fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 8/5, 
8/12, 8/19 & 8/26, 2022. Corrected 
on 9/9, 9/16, 9/23 & 9/30, 2022. 
Recorrected on 10/14, 10/21, 10/28 
& 11/04, 2022.

AMENDED NOTICE 
OF PETITION TO AD-
MINISTER ESTATE OF:

MARIA G. ARIAS
CASE NO. 

PROSB2200891

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of MARIA 
G. ARIAS

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
ANACELIA BOJORQUEZ 
aka ANACELIA GONZA-
LEZ , in the Superior Court 
of California, County of San 
Bernardino.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
ANACELIA BOJORQUEZ 
aka ANACELIA GONZA-
LEZ, be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
the decedent’s will and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to pro-
bate. The will and any codicils 
are available for examination 
in the file kept by the court.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objection 
to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Superior Court 
of California, County of San 
Bernardino, San Bernardino 
District-Probate Division 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415in Dept. S35 
at 09:00 AM on 07/25/2022.

IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with the 
court before the hearing. Your 
appearance may be in person 
or by your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal rep-
resentative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date 
of first issuance of letters to a 
general personal representa-
tive, as defined in section 58(b) 
of the California Probate Code, 
or (2) 60 days from the date of 
mailing or personal delivery to 
you of a notice under Section 
9052 of the California Probate 
Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with 
the court a Request for Spe-
cial Notice (form DE-154) of 
the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as pro-
vided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from 
the court clerk.

Attorney:
ANACELIA BO-

JORQUEZ aka ANACELIA 
GONZALEZ

12473 DEL SUR STREET, 
VICTORVILLE, CA. 92392

909 238-2508 OR 909 837-
0251

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on:

10/14/2022, 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022

SUMMONS – (CITA-
CION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (NU-
MERO DEL CASO):   CIV SB 
2128492

NOTICE TO DEFEN-

DANT:
(AVISO DEMANDADO):
KULWANT KAUR aka 

KULWANT KAURA aka 
KULWANT KURA, SETHI 
CHANCHAL, and DOES 1 to 
10, inclusive 

 YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF: 

(LO ESTA DEMANDAN-
DO EL DEMANDANTE): 
MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba 
TRUSTEE CORPS

NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your be-
ing heard unless you respond 
within 30 days. Read the infor-
mation below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are served on you 
to file a written response at this 
court and have a copy served 
on the plaintiff. A letter or 
phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be 
in proper legal form if you want 
the court to hear your case. 
There may be a court form that 
you can use for your response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the court 
clerk for a fee waiver form. If 
you do not file your response 
on time, you may lose the case 
by default, and your wages, 
money, and property may be 
taken without further warning 
from the court.

There are other legal re-
quirements. You may want to 
call an attorney right away. If 
you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an at-
torney referral service. If you 
cannot afford an attorney, you 
may be eligible for free legal 
services from a nonprofit le-
gal services program. You can 
locate these nonprofit groups 
at the California Legal Ser-
vices Web site (www.lawhelp-
california.org), the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Cen-
ter (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case.

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 dias, la corte puede decidir 
en su contra sin escuchar su 
version. Lea la informacion a 
continuacion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que 
le entregue esta citación y 
papeles legales para presen-
tar una respuesta por escrito 
en esta corte y hacer que se 
entregue una copia al deman-
dante. Una carta o una llamada 
telefonica no le protegen. Su 
respuesta por escrito tiene que 
estar on formato legal correcto 
si desea que procesen su caso 
en la corte. Es posible que haya 
un formulario que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formulario de 
la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede mas cerca. 
Si no puede pagar la cuota de 
presentación, pida si secretario 
de la corta que le de un formu-
lario de exencion de pago de 
cuotas. Si no presenta su respu-
esta a tiempo, puede perder el 
caso por incumplimiento y la 
corte le podrá quitar su sueldo, 
dinero y bienes sin mas adver-
tencia.

Hay otros requisitos lega-
les. Es recomendable que llame 
a un abogado inmediatamente. 
Si no conoce a un abogado, pu-
ede llamar a un servicio de re-
misión a abogados. Si no puede 
pagar a un abogado, es posible 
que cumpla con los requisitos 
para obtener servicios legales 
gratuitos de un programa de 

servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en 
el sitio web de California Le-
gal Services, (www.lawhelp-
california.org), en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), 
o poniendose en contacto con 
la corte o el colegio de aboga-
dos locales. AVISO: Por ley, la 
corte tiene derecho a reclamar 
las cuotas y los costos exentos 
gravamen sobre cualquier re-
cuperación de $10,000 o mas 
de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corte antes de que la 
corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of 
the court is: (El nombre y la 
direccion de la corte es):

San Bernardino Justice 
Center

247 West Third Street
San Bernardino, CA 

92415-0210
 The name, address and 

telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is: (El nombre, la di-
reccion y el numero de telefono 
del abogado del demandante, o 
del demendante que no tiene 
abogado, es):

John C. Steele, Steele LLP,
17272 Red Hill Avenue,
Irvine, CA  92614 
Phone: (949) 222-1161
DATE (Fecha): November 

10, 2021
Clerk (Secretario), by 

Sylvia Guajardo, Deputy (Ad-
junto) 

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel 
on:  10/14/2022, 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022 & 11/11/2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: GENEVA 
DORICE MC GEE   CASE 
NO.   PROSB2201421

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, and contingent credi-
tors of GENEVA DORICE MC 
GEE, and persons who may 
be otherwise interested in the 
will or estate, or both: A peti-
tion has been filed by BOB-
BIE MC GEE WILLIAMS 
RILEY in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO, requesting 
that BOBBIE MC GEE WIL-
LIAMS RILEY be appointed  
administrator to administer the 
estate with full powers.

The petition requests au-
thority to administer the es-
tate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action. The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

The petition is set for hear-
ing in Dept. No. S35 at SU-
PERIOR COURT OF CALI-
FORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO

 SAN BERNARDINO 
DISTRICT – PROBATE DI-
VISION 247 W. 3rd STREET 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92415-0212 on NOVEMBER 
15, 2022 at 09:00 AM

IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with the 
court before the hearing. Your 
appearance may be in person or 
by your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the deceased, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 

(1) four months from the date 
of first issuance of letters to a 
general personal representa-
tive, as defined in subdivision 
(b) of Section 58 of the Califor-
nia Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or per-
sonal delivery of the notice to 
you under Section 9052 of the 
California Probate Code.

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you 
are interested in the estate, you 
may request special notice of 
the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as pro-
vided in Section 1250 of the 
California Probate Code.

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
MARY M. BADER 9227 HA-
VEN AVENUE, SUITE 368 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730 Telephone: (909) 
945-2775 Fax: (909) 945-2778 

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
October 21, 28 & November 4, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: JAMES PHIL-
LIP CARTY SR. CASE 
NO.   PROSB2201457        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of  JAMES 
PHILLIP CARTY SR. has 
been filed by JAMES PHILLIP 
CARTY JR. in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JAMES 
PHILLIP CARTY JR. be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held NOVEMBER 23, 2022   
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: October 17, 2022
Selyna Razo, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 

you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: October 17, 2022 
Attorney for James Phil-
lip Carty Jr.: R. SAM 
PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000  
Fax (909) 475 8800 
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
October 21, 28 & November 4, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PE-
TITION TO ADMIN-
ISTER ESTATE OF: 
JUANA M. MORENO 
NO. PROSB 2201470 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both 
of JUANA M. MORENO 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by JOSE ANTO-
NIO MORENO in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JOSE 
ANTONIO MORENO be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the es-
tate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S35 at 9 
a.m. on NOVEMBER 21, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
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available from the court clerk. 
Filed: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
BRITTNEY SPEARS, 
Court Deputy Clerk 
Attorney for Jose An-
tonio Moreno: 
Jennifer Daniel 
220 Nordina St. 
Redlands, CA 92373 
Telephone No: (909) 792-
9244 Fax No: (909) 235-4733 
Email address: team@lawof-
f i c e of j e n n i fe r d a n ie l . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel April 8, 15, 
22 & 29, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF BARBARA J. 
PRIEBE

Case No. 
PROSB2201442

                To all heirs, ben-
eficiaries, creditors, contingent 
creditors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both, of BAR-
BARA J. PRIEBE

                A PETITION FOR 
PROBATE has been filed by 
David Karpinski in the Superi-
or Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO.

                THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
David Karpinski be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent.

                THE PETITION re-
quests authority to administer 
the estate under the Indepen-
dent Administration of Estates 
Act. (This authority will allow 
the personal representative to 
take many actions without ob-
taining court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

                A HEARING on 
the petition will be held on Nov. 
15, 2022 at 9:00 AM in Dept. 
No. S35 located at 247 W. Third 
St., San Bernardino, CA 92415.

                IF YOU OBJECT 
to the granting of the petition, 
you should appear at the hear-
ing and state your objections or 
file written objections with the 
court before the hearing. Your 
appearance may be in person or 
by your attorney.

                IF YOU ARE 
A CREDITOR or a contingent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the 
personal representative ap-
pointed by the court within the 
later of either (1) four months 
from the date of first issuance 
of letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California 
Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or per-
sonal delivery to you of a notice 
under section 9052 of the Cali-
fornia Probate Code.

                Other California 
statutes and legal authority may 
affect your rights as a creditor. 
You may want to consult with 
an attorney knowledgeable in 
California law.

                YOU MAY 
EXAMINE the file kept by the 
court. If you are a person in-
terested in the estate, you may 
file with the court a Request for 
Special Notice (form DE-154) 
of the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as pro-
vided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from 
the court clerk.

Attorney for petitioner:
RICHARD F NEVINS 

ESQ
SBN 137261
LAW OFFICE OF
RICHARD F NEVINS
3895 BROCKTON AV-

ENUE
RIVERSIDE CA 92501
CN991057 PRIEBE Oct 

21,28, Nov 4, 2022

AMENDED NOTICE 
OF PETITION TO AD-
MINISTER ESTATE OF:

MARIA G. ARIAS
CASE NO. 

PROSB2200891
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of MARIA G. 
ARIAS

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
ANACELIA BOJORQUEZ aka 
ANACELIA GONZALEZ , in 
the Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardino.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
ANACELIA BOJORQUEZ aka 
ANACELIA GONZALEZ, be 
appointed as personal repre-
sentative to administer the es-
tate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
the decedent’s will and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to pro-
bate. The will and any codicils 
are available for examination in 
the file kept by the court.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Superior Court 
of California, County of San 
Bernardino, San Bernardino 
District-Probate Division 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415in Dept. S35 
at 09:00 AM on 10/31/2022.

IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with the 
court before the hearing. Your 
appearance may be in person or 
by your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

Attorney:
ANACELIA BOJORQUEZ 

aka ANACELIA GONZALEZ
12473 DEL SUR STREET, 

VICTORVILLE, CA. 92392
909 238-2508 OR 909 837-

0251
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on:
07/01/2022, 07/08/2022, 

07/15/2022; 10/21/2022, 

10/28/2022, 11/04/2022

SUMMONS – (CITACION 
JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (NU-
MERO DEL CASO):   CIV SB 
2114362

NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANT:

(AVISO DEMANDADO):
LIZBETH MEZA-DIAZ, 

an individual; and DOES 1 to 
10, inclusive 

 YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF: 

(LO ESTA DEMANDAN-
DO EL DEMANDANTE): 
KASSAS ENTERPRISES, 
INC., a California Corporation 
doing business as RANDY’S 
AUTO SALES. 

NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your be-
ing heard unless you respond 
within 30 days. Read the infor-
mation below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are served on you 
to file a written response at this 
court and have a copy served 
on the plaintiff. A letter or 
phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be 
in proper legal form if you want 
the court to hear your case. 
There may be a court form that 
you can use for your response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the court 
clerk for a fee waiver form. If 
you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by 
default, and your wages, mon-
ey, and property may be taken 
without further warning from 
the court.

There are other legal re-
quirements. You may want to 
call an attorney right away. If 
you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an at-
torney referral service. If you 
cannot afford an attorney, you 
may be eligible for free legal 
services from a nonprofit le-
gal services program. You can 
locate these nonprofit groups 
at the California Legal Ser-
vices Web site (www.lawhelp-
california.org), the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Cen-
ter (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has a 
statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case.

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 dias, la corte puede decidir 
en su contra sin escuchar su 
version. Lea la informacion a 
continuacion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que le 
entregue esta citación y pa-
peles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta 
corte y hacer que se entregue 
una copia al demandante. Una 
carta o una llamada telefonica 
no le protegen. Su respuesta 
por escrito tiene que estar on 
formato legal correcto si de-
sea que procesen su caso en 
la corte. Es posible que haya 
un formulario que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formulario de 
la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede mas cerca. Si 
no puede pagar la cuota de pre-
sentación, pida si secretario de 
la corta que le de un formulario 
de exencion de pago de cuotas. 
Si no presenta su respuesta a 
tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte 
le podrá quitar su sueldo, dine-
ro y bienes sin mas advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos lega-

les. Es recomendable que llame 
a un abogado inmediatamente. 
Si no conoce a un abogado, pu-
ede llamar a un servicio de re-
misión a abogados. Si no puede 
pagar a un abogado, es posible 
que cumpla con los requisitos 
para obtener servicios legales 
gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en el 
sitio web de California Legal 
Services, (www.lawhelpcali-
fornia.org), en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), 
o poniendose en contacto con 
la corte o el colegio de aboga-
dos locales. AVISO: Por ley, la 
corte tiene derecho a reclamar 
las cuotas y los costos exentos 
gravamen sobre cualquier re-
cuperación de $10,000 o mas 
de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corte antes de que la 
corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of 
the court is: (El nombre y la di-
reccion de la corte es):

San Bernardino Justice 
Center

247 West Third Street
San Bernardino, CA 

92415-0210
 The name, address and 

telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is: (El nombre, la di-
reccion y el numero de telefono 
del abogado del demandante, 
o del demendante que no tiene 
abogado, es):

Adam K. Obeid, Esq. (SBN 
247188)

Cedar Adams, P.C.
27 Orchard Road, #103
Lake Forest, CA  92630 
Phone: (949) 350-1889
DATE (Fecha): June 7, 

2021
Clerk (Secretario), by Ni-

cole O’Dwyer, Deputy (Ad-
junto) 

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel 
on:  10/21/2022, 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022 & 11/11/2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

FBN 20220009707 
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business in SAN BERNARDI-
NO COUNTY as: POSTCARDS 
FROM SILVIA  11450 CHURCH ST  
APT 77    RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA 91730  HSIAO-HUA SIL-
VIA LIU    11450 CHURCH ST  APT 
77    RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL 

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ HSIAO-HUA SILVIA LIU 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 10/21/2022

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
October 11, 2022.

County Clerk, I8090 
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 10/21, 10/28, 
11/04 & 11/11, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME NOTICE

FBN 20220009392
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business in SAN BER-
NARDINO COUNTY as:

ASHE  44 NORTH H STREET 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
ASHE SOCIETY SB LLC 390 
WEST FIFTH STREET #638 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410

Business is Conducted By: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY registered with the State of 
California as 201814110807

Signed: BY SIGNING BE-
LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true 
information, which he or she knows 
to be false, is guilty of a crime. 
(B&P Code 17913) I am also aware 
that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon 
filing.

S/ ELAINE LU, Manager
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 10/11/2022

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
February 22, 2022.

County Clerk, G8420
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 10/28, 11/04, 
11/04 & 11/11, 2022.

 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2220825

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  EJIDI-
RAN TAIWO filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

EJIDIRAN TAIWO to 
TAI EJIDIRAN TAIWO THE 
COURT ORDERS that all 
persons interested in this mat-
ter appear before this court at 
the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the 
petition for change of name 
should not be granted. Any 
person objecting to the name 
changes described above must 
file a written objection that 
includes the reasons for the ob-
jection at least two court days 
before the matter is scheduled 
to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 
granted. If no written objec-
tion is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 12/13/2022
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino District-Civil Divi-
sion 247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415 IT IS 
FURTHER ORDERED that a 
copy of this order be published 
in the  San Bernardino City 
News in San Bernardino Coun-
ty California, once a week for 
four successive weeks prior to 
the date set for hearing of the 
petition.

Dated: 10/25/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court: JOHN M. PACHECO
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022

FBN 20220009070
The following entity is doing 

business as LARA’S CLEAN-
ING SERVICE  18852 9TH ST  
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316: 
GUADALUPE H ORTEGA   18852 
9TH ST  BLOOMINGTON, CA 
92316

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL   

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant who 
declares as true information which 
he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

s/ GUADALUPE H ORTEGA  
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
9/30/2022

I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/
Deputy I8806

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 10/28, 11/04, 
11/04 & 11/11, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

FBN 20220009858
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business in SAN BER-
NARDINO COUNTY as: SPEED-
WAY MUFFLER  10459 8TH 
STREET RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA 91730:  RICARDO C DEL 
ROSARIO     9104 CHELSEA ST 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730 

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL 

Signed: BY SIGNING BE-
LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true 
information, which he or she knows 
to be false, is guilty of a crime. 
(B&P Code 17913) I am also aware 
that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon 
filing.

S/ RICARDO DEL ROSARIO, 
Owner

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 10/26/2022

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
October 11, 2022

County Clerk, D9865
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 10/28, 11/04, 
11/04 & 11/11, 2022.

T.S. No. 20-00815-NS-CA 
Title No. DEF-116090 A.P.N. 
1010-274-18-0-000 NOTICE OF 
TRUSTEE’S SALE. YOU ARE IN 
DEFAULT UNDER A DEED OF 
TRUST DATED 11/25/2005. UN-
LESS YOU TAKE ACTION TO 
PROTECT YOUR PROPERTY, IT 
MAY BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC 
SALE. IF YOU NEED AN EX-
PLANATION OF THE NATURE 
OF THE PROCEEDING AGAINST 
YOU, YOU SHOULD CONTACT 
A LAWYER. A public auction sale 
to the highest bidder for cash, (ca-
shier’s check(s) must be made pay-
able to National Default Servicing 
Corporation), drawn on a state or 
national bank, a check drawn by a 
state or federal credit union, or a 
check drawn by a state or federal 
savings and loan association, sav-
ings association, or savings bank 
specified in Section 5102 of the Fi-
nancial Code and authorized to do 
business in this state; will be held by 
the duly appointed trustee as shown 
below, of all right, title, and inter-
est conveyed to and now held by the 
trustee in the hereinafter described 
property under and pursuant to a 
Deed of Trust described below. 
The sale will be made in an “as is” 
condition, but without covenant or 
warranty, expressed or implied, re-
garding title, possession, or encum-
brances, to pay the remaining prin-
cipal sum of the note(s) secured by 
the Deed of Trust, with interest and 
late charges thereon, as provided 
in the note(s), advances, under the 
terms of the Deed of Trust, interest 
thereon, fees, charges and expenses 
of the Trustee for the total amount 
(at the time of the initial publication 
of the Notice of Sale) reasonably es-
timated to be set forth below. The 
amount may be greater on the day of 
sale. Trustor: Paul R. Lynch and Pa-
tricia A. Lynch, husband and wife, 
as joint tenants Duly Appointed 
Trustee: National Default Servicing 
Corporation Recorded 12/22/2005 
as Instrument No. 2005-0968344 
(or Book, Page) of the Official Re-
cords of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 12/12/2022 at 
1:00 PM Place of Sale: At the Main 

(South) Entrance to the City of 
Chino Civic Center, 13220 Central 
Avenue, Chino, CA. 91710 Estimat-
ed amount of unpaid balance and 
other charges: $374,651.22 Street 
Address or other common desig-
nation of real property: 9966 Ver-
non Avenue Montclair, CA 91763 
A.P.N.: 1010-274-18-0-000 The 
undersigned Trustee disclaims any 
liability for any incorrectness of 
the street address or other common 
designation, if any, shown above. If 
no street address or other common 
designation is shown, directions to 
the location of the property may 
be obtained by sending a written 
request to the beneficiary within 10 
days of the date of first publication 
of this Notice of Sale. If the Trustee 
is unable to convey title for any rea-
son, the successful bidder’s sole and 
exclusive remedy shall be the return 
of monies paid to the Trustee, and 
the successful bidder shall have no 
further recourse. The requirements 
of California Civil Code Section 
2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were fulfilled 
when the Notice of Default was re-
corded. NOTICE TO POTENTIAL 
BIDDERS: If you are consider-
ing bidding on this property lien, 
you should understand that there 
are risks involved in bidding at a 
trustee auction. You will be bidding 
on a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a trustee 
auction does not automatically en-
title you to free and clear ownership 
of the property. You should also be 
aware that the lien being auctioned 
off may be a junior lien. If you are 
the highest bidder at the auction, 
you are or may be responsible for 
paying off all liens senior to the 
lien being auctioned off, before you 
can receive clear title to the prop-
erty. You are encouraged to inves-
tigate the existence, priority, and 
size of outstanding liens that may 
exist on this property by contact-
ing the county recorder’s office or 
a title insurance company, either 
of which may charge you a fee for 
this information. If you consult ei-
ther of these resources, you should 
be aware that the same lender may 
hold more than one mortgage or 
deed of trust on the property. NO-
TICE TO PROPERTY OWNER: 
The sale date shown on this notice 
of sale may be postponed one or 
more times by the mortgagee, bene-
ficiary, trustee, or a court, pursuant 
to Section 2924g of the California 
Civil Code. The law requires that 
information about trustee sale post-
ponements be made available to you 
and to the public, as a courtesy to 
those not present at the sale. If you 
wish to learn whether your sale date 
has been postponed, and, if ap-
plicable, the rescheduled time and 
date for the sale of this property, 
you may call or visit this Internet 
Web site www.ndscorp.com/sales, 
using the file number assigned to 
this case 20-00815-NS-CA. Infor-
mation about postponements that 
are very short in duration or that 
occur close in time to the sched-
uled sale may not immediately be 
reflected in the telephone informa-
tion or on the Internet Web site. The 
best way to verify postponement 
information is to attend the sched-
uled sale. NOTICE TO TENANT*: 
You may have a right to purchase 
this property after the trustee auc-
tion pursuant to Section 2924m 
of the California Civil Code. If 
you are an “eligible tenant buyer,” 
you can purchase the property if 
you match the last and highest bid 
placed at the trustee auction. If you 
are an “eligible bidder,” you may 
be able to purchase the property if 
you exceed the last and highest bid 
placed at the trustee auction. There 
are three steps to exercising this 
right of purchase. First, 48 hours 
after the date of the trustee sale, 
you can call 888-264-4010, or visit 
this internet website www.ndscorp.
com, using the file number assigned 
to this case 20-00815-NS-CA to 
find the date on which the trustee’s 
sale was held, the amount of the last 
and highest bid, and the address of 
the trustee. Second, you must send 
a written notice of intent to place 
a bid so that the trustee receives 
it no more than 15 days after the 
trustee’s sale. Third, you must sub-
mit a bid so that the trustee receives 
it no more than 45 days after the 
trustee’s sale. If you think you may 
qualify as an “eligible tenant buy-
er” or “eligible bidder,” you should 
consider contacting an attorney or 
appropriate real estate professional 
immediately for advice regarding 
this potential right to purchase. 
*Pursuant to Section 2924m of the 
California Civil Code, the potential 
rights described herein shall apply 
only to public auctions taking place 
on or after January 1, 2021, through 
December 31, 2025, unless later ex-
tended. Date: 10/25/2022 National 
Default Servicing Corporation c/o 
Tiffany & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 820 San 
Diego, CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 
888-264-4010 Sales Line 855-219-
8501; Sales Website: www.ndscorp.
com By: Gabriela Sanchez, Trustee 
Sales Representative 11/04/2022, 
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NOTICE OF PE-
TITION TO ADMIN-
ISTER ESTATE OF: 
DAMIANA LEAL        
CASE NO.   PROSB2201496       
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of  DAMIANA 
LEAL has been filed by MAR-
COS LEAL  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that MARCOS 
LEAL be appointed as personal 
representative to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
the decedent’s will and codicils, 
if any, be admitted to probate. 
The will and any codicils are 
available for examination in the 
file kept by the court.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held DECEMBER 22, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: October 26, 2022
AMY GAMEZ-

REYES, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: October 26, 2022 
Attorney for Marco Leal: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000  
Fax (909) 475 8800 
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on No-
vember 4, 11 & 18, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: DAISY PEARL 
RADCLIFF KIRKMON

CASE NO.   
P R O S B 2 2 0 1 4 9 5        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of  DAISY 
PEARL RADCLIFF KIRK-
MON has been filed by JOYCE 
AUSTIN  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JOYCE 
AUSTIN be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-

tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held DECEMBER 15, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: October 26, 2022
AMY GAMEZ-

REYES, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: October 26, 2022 
Attorney for Joyce Austin: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000  
Fax (909) 475 8800 
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on No-
vember 4, 11 & 18, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: PATRICIA 
LOUISE SHOWNS 

CASE NO.   
P R O S B 2 2 0 1 5 2 2        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of  PATRI-
CIA LOUISE SHOWNS has 
been filed by SHERRY LYNN 
BRASHER  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that SHERRY 
LYNN BRASHER be appoint-
ed as personal representative 
to administer the estate of the 
decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held DECEMBER 15, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S35 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: October 31, 2022
SASHA RODRI-

GUEZ, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 

of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: October 31, 2022 
Attorney for Sher-
ry Lynn Brasher: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000  
Fax (909) 475 8800 
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on No-
vember 4, 11 & 18, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: JAMES HAL-
CHISHAK 

CASE NO.   
P R O S B 2 2 0 1 5 3 7        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both 
of  JAMES HALCHISHAK 
has been filed by JOSEPH J. 
VITZELIO  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JOSEPH J. 
VITZELIO be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 

should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held DECEMBER 8, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: November 2, 2022
SELYNA RAZO, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: November 2, 2022 
Attorney for Joseph J. Vitzelio: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000  
Fax (909) 475 8800 
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on No-
vember 4, 11 & 18, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: ERIC ARANDA  

 CASE   NO.   
P R O S B 2 2 0 1 3 7 4        

To all heirs, beneficiaries, cred-
itors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of  ERIC ARANDA 
has been filed by JOSEFINA 
ARANDA in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JOSEFINA 
ARANDA be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
full authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held NOVEMBER 8, 2022   
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: SEPTEMBER 27, 
2022

NICOLE CART-
WRIGHT, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 

intermediary use when 
approaching companies 
seeking cultivation de-
velopment agreements. 
At the bottom of the 
sample agreement, it 
said to call Person 1 for 
any questions. Defendant 
provided that agreement 
to Person 4 who served 
as defendant’s interme-
diary with two compa-
nies seeking marijuana 
cultivation and/or manu-
facturing development 
agreements.”

The narrative states, 
“[I]n approximately Au-
gust 2017, defendant 
[Pacheco] and Person 

1 [Tafoya], a public of-
ficial, approached PC-1 
[political consultant 1] 
and Marijuana Company 
1 and solicited donations 
in the amount of $10,000 
each for defendant’s 
church, CEC and for the 
campaign of Person 2 
[i.e., Taylor], a public of-
ficial, for board of the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict. At the time, Mari-
juana Company 1 was 
seeking a development 
agreement from the city 
to be the sole distributor 
of marijuana in the city. 
Marijuana Company 1’s 
owner, Person 3, provid-
ed a $10,000 check to to 
CEC [the California Ed-
ucation Coalition, a po-
litical action committee 
controlled by Pacheco] 
and a $10,000 check to 
Person 2’s campaign.” 

The Sentinel has iden-

tified PC-1 as David 
Morgan, who did politi-
cal work for Pacheco and 
served as Taylor’s 2017 
campaign manager.  The 
Sentinel has identified 
Person 3 as Sharone Bar-
shatski. 

According to the FBI 
narrative,  “On Decem-
ber 13, 2018, FBI special 
agents executed a search 
warrant on defendant’s 
[Pacheco’s] residence and 
vehicle. Once the search 
had finished and on the 
same day, defendant met 
with Person 2 [Taylor] at 
a city event and told him 
about the FBI’s search of 
his home.”

The FBI document 
continues, “Between 
March 2019 and April 30, 
2019, defendant spoke 
with Person 2 and de-
tailed evidence the FBI 
had gathered concern-

ing the police association 
scheme. Person 2 then 
provided defendant false 
exculpatory statements 
that Person 2 suggested 
defendant could tell the 
FBI, such as falsely stat-
ing that the cash he ac-
cepted from PO-1 [police 
officer 1] were merely 
campaign contributions.”

The revelation that Pa-
checo had immediately 
informed Taylor about 
the December 2018 FBI 
raid on his premises is 
at a variance with what 
Taylor told members 
of the board and senior 
management employees 
at the West Valley Wa-
ter District at the time 
of the announcement of 
Pacheco’s guilty plea in 
2021 that he had known 
nothing of the FBI’s ac-
tion targeting Pacheco.  

In the immediate 

aftermath of the an-
nouncement of the fil-
ing of charges against 
Chavez and Chavez’s 
plea arrangement and 
the simultaneous release 
of Pacheco’s plea agree-
ment and its factual ba-
sis, Mark Werksman, 
Tafoya’s attorney, denied 
suggestions that his cli-
ent had acted in appropri-
ately, saying that Tafoya 
was being tarred by as-
sociation with “corrupt” 
elected officials who 
headed the governmental 
agaencies he worked for. 
On October 12, however, 
Tafoya resigned as Bald-
win Park city attorney 
and that evening the city 
council accepted that res-
ignation.

Simultaneously, there 
were reports that both 
Tafoya and Taylor, who 
had returned to South-

ern California from Ar-
kansas as of October 7, 
the day Chavez’s plea 
arrangement had been 
announced, were in ne-
gotiations with the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office with 
regard to plea arrange-
ments pertaining to 
criminal charges against 
them under contempla-
tion and/or preparation 
by the U.S. Department 
of Justice.

Yesterday, November 
3, the district’s board of 
directors, at its first regu-
larly schedulecd meeting 
for this month, consid-
ered an item in closed 
session that pertained to, 
according to the meeting 
agenda, the “appoint-
ment, employment, eval-
uation of performance, 
discipline, or dismissal 

Continued on Page 15 
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kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: September 27, 2022 
Attorney for Josefina Aranda: 
James G. Beirne   State Bar 
#163755

Law Offices of James Geof-
frey Beirne

16633 Ventura Blvd., Suite 
900

Encino, CA 91436
Tel: 818-224-4500
Fax: 818-942-6085
jbeirne@beirnelawf irm.

com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on No-
vember 4, 11 & 17, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER 
CIVSB 2221266

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner  VERA-
NIZ NELSON filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

VERANIZ MAGANA 
CERDA to  VERANIZ CERDA

 THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter appear before this 
court at the hearing indicated 
below to show cause, if any, 
why the petition for change of 
name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the 
name changes described above 
must file a written objection 
that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days 
before the matter is scheduled 
to be heard and must appear at 
the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be grant-
ed. If no written objection is 
timely filed, the court may grant 
the petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing
Date: DECEMBER 15, 

2022
Time: 8:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 

247 West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415

IT IS FURTHER OR-
DERED that a copy of this order 
be published in the  San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel in San 
Bernardino County California, 
once a week for four successive 
weeks prior to the date set for 
hearing of the petition.

Dated: 11/03/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court:  JOHN M. PACHECO
Veraniz Nelson, In Pro Per
346 Ashbury LN
Upland, CA 91784
(626) 758-0315
vera.nel@outlook.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
November 4, 11, 18 & 25, 2022. 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER 
CIVSB 2220174

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner  ZO-
CIMA F. ALMUHARRAQY 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

ZOCIMA F. ALMU-
HARRAQY to  BISHOP RE-
WIS

 THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter appear before this 
court at the hearing indicated 
below to show cause, if any, 
why the petition for change of 
name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the 
name changes described above 
must file a written objection 
that includes the reasons for 
the objection at least two court 
days before the matter is sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear at the hearing to show 

cause why the petition should 
not be granted. If no written 
objection is timely filed, the 
court may grant the petition 
without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing
Date: DECEMBER 16, 

2022
Time: 8:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 

247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415

IT IS FURTHER OR-
DERED that a copy of this 
order be published in the  San 
Bernardino County Sentinel in 
San Bernardino County Cali-
fornia, once a week for four 
successive weeks prior to the 
date set for hearing of the pe-
tition.

Dated: 08/30/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court:  JOHN M. PACHECO
Zocima F. Almuharraqy, In 

Pro Per
1849 Ash Tree Lane
Colton, CA 92324
(951) 255-3752
bishoprewis@gmail.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
November 4, 11, 18 & 25, 2022.

FBN 20220010025
The following entity 

is doing business as DISTIN-
GUISHED PERSONALITIES (DP)  
2619 S LASSEN AVE  ONTARIO, 
CA  91761 principally in SAN BER-
NARDINO COUNTY:   IHEANA-
CHO OFO 2619 S LASSEN AVE  
ONTARIO, CA  91761

[and]
LINDA JACKSON    13866 

CASABLANCA CT   CORONA, 
CA  92880         

The business is conducted by: 
AN UNINCORPORATED ASSO-
CIATION OTHER THAN A PART-
NERSHIP.  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: JUNE 16, 2016.

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ IHEANACHO OFO, Partner  
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/28/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
J2525

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on November 4, 
11, 18 & 25, 2022. 

                               
                                       (((((()))))))

FBN 20220010026
The following entity is doing 

business as BEYOND ELITELLC  
2619 S LASSEN AVE  ONTARIO, 
CA  91761 principally in SAN BER-
NARDINO COUNTY:   IHEANA-
CHO OFO 13866 CASABLANCA 
CT   CORONA, CA  92880 

[and]
LINDA JACKSON    13866 

CASABLANCA CT   CORONA, 
CA  92880         

The business is conducted by: 
AN UNINCORPORATED ASSO-
CIATION OTHER THAN A PART-
NERSHIP.  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: AUGUST 31, 2022.

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ IHEANACHO OFO, Partner  
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/28/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is 

a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
J2525

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on November 4, 
11, 18 & 25, 2022. 

FBN 20220009538
The following entity is doing 

business as QWICK CASH ATMS   
9732 CERISE STREET  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730  prin-
cipally in SAN BERNARDINO 
COUNTY:   MARK A PEIFER  
9732 CERISE STREET  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730  

[and]
JEANETTE PEIFER    9732 

CERISE STREET  RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730       

The business is conducted by: 
A MARRIED COUPLE.  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOVEMBER 7, 2008.

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ MARK A PEIFER, Husband
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/17/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
J2282

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on November 4, 
11, 18 & 25, 2022. 

FBN 20220009648
The following entity is doing 

business as C&M PAINTING   9250 
LOCUST AVE  FONTANA, CA 
92335 principally in SAN BER-
NARDINO COUNTY:   CESAR 
MARTINEZ 9250 LOCUST AVE  
FONTANA, CA 92335 

Mailing Address:  1440 S E 
ST #E     SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408     

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A.

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/ CESAR MARTINEZ, Owner
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/17/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I8090

Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement does 
not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another un-
der federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on November 4, 11, 
18 & 25, 2022. 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220009325

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: FOREVER 
LEAVES, 17315 REDDING ST. HES-
PERIA, CA 92345,

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
Mailing Address:  CESAR A 

PEREZ,  17315 REDDING ST., HES-
PERIA, CA 92345

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-

MATION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A registrant 
who declares as true information, 
which he or she knows to be false, is 
guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I 
am also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/CESAR A PEREZ, OWNER 
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of SAN BERNARDI-
NO on: 10/06/2022

I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
10/05/2022

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself autho-
rize the use in this state of a fictitious 
name in violation of the rights of an-
other under federal, state, or common 
law (see section 14400 et. Seq. Busi-
ness & Professions Code).

11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 
11/18/2022, 11/25/2022

FBN 20220009364     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EMPIRE BARBER STU-
DIO. 2097 E. WASHINGTON 
ST. UNIT K COLTON, CA 92324 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
EMPIRE BARBERSTUDIO 
LLC 29008 WILLOW CREEK 
LN HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EDGAR V. MARTINEZ, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 11, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202216IR 

FBN 20220009365     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ATLAS DESIGN AND 
GRAPHICS. 19448 KATYDID 
AVE. BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ROBERT J URIBE 19448 KATYDID 
AVE BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROBERT J URIBE, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 11, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202217IR 

FBN 20220009498     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: 888 DAY SPA. 1710 W FOOT-
HILL BLVD G-1 UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ANNA NA 1556 STEVENS AVE 
APT H SAN GABRIEL, CA 91776. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 

knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANNA NA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 13, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202214IR 

FBN 20220009503     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: 1ST PADILLA’S BARBER 
& BEAUTY SHOP. 4637 RIV-
ERSIDE DR. CHINO, CA 91710 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
AMPELIO ENTERPRISES INC 4639 
RIVERSIDE DR CHINO, CA 91710 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YOLANDA P. SALAS, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 13, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202213IR 

FBN 20220009472     
The following person is do-
ing business as: ABLE GOLD 
CO.. 8005 ARCHIBALD AVE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730460 N. MOUNTAIN 
AVE. CLAREMONT, CA 91711 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
STEPHANIE M ROYCE 8005 
ARCHIBALD AVE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ STEPHANIE M ROYCE, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 13, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202212IR 

FBN 20220009492     
The following person is doing 
business as: ASP SECURITY 
SERVICES. 8348 ALMOND 
ST ALTA LOMA, CA 91701 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JULIA D HOLGUIN-HERNAN-
DEZ 8348 ALMOND ST ALTA 
LOMA, CA 91701; ROBERT 
HERNANDEZ 8348 ALMOND 
ST ALTA LOMA, CA 91701. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 

knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JULIA D HOLGUIN-HER-
NANDEZ, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 13, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202211MT 

FBN 20220009319     
The following person is doing business 
as: TREK INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY. 
2996 E GRAFTON ST EASTVALE, 
CA 917615120 HAMNER AVE STE 
140-630 EASTVALE, CA 91752 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
TREK J KINSEY 2996 E GRAF-
TON ST ONTARIO, CA 91761. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ TREK J KINSEY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 06, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state of 
a fictitious business name in violation 
of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202210IR 

FBN 20220009465     
The following person is doing 
business as: SQUEAKY PINES 
CLEANING SERVICES. 241 HOL-
MES AVE SUGAR LOAF, CA 92386 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
STEPHANIE SILVA SANCHEZ 241 
HOLMES LANE SUGAR LOAF, CA 
92386; ROSA SILVA 241 HOLMES 
LANE SUGAR LOAF, CA 92386. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ STEPHANIE SILVA SAN-
CHEZ, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: OCTBER 12, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202209IR 

FBN 20220009393     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MARYBEL LA REYNA DE 
LAS EXTENSIONES. 9773 SIERRA 
AVE H2 FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SONIA ORTIZ 9733 SIERRA 
AV H2 FON, CA 92335; BLAN-
CA SALDAÑA 9733 SIERRA 
AVE H2 FONTANA, CA 92335. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 

correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SONIA ORTIZ, PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 11, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state of 
a fictitious business name in violation 
of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202208MT 

FBN 20220009324     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CALI CARZ. 2130 N AR-
ROWHEAD AVE SUITE #11C-9 
CORONA, CA 92405;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 9344 STONE CAN-
YON ROAD CORONA, CA 92883]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CALI CARZ 9018 BASELINE RD 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91701 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ASHLEY NICHOLE RAFFY, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 06, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202207MT 

FBN 20220009337     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: Y & E SPOTLESS CLEAN-
ING SERVICES. 15503 QUAIL 
ST CHINO HILLS, CA 91709 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ESPERANZA BANUELOS 15503 
QUAIL ST CHINO HILLS, CA 
91709; YENI RAMOS 15503 QUAIL 
ST CHINO HILLS, CA 91709. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ESPERANZA BANU-
ELOS, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 07, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202207MT 

FBN 20220009234     
The following person is doing 
business as: GREEN DIAMOND 
LANDSCAPE. 34647 CEDAR 
AVE YUCAIPA, CA 92399 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
GUILLERMO JIMENEZ-
MARTINEZ 34647 CEDAR 
AVE YUCAIPA, CA 92399. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
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mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GUILLERMO JI-
M E N E Z - M A R T I N E Z , 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 04, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202205MT 

FBN 20220009321     
The following person is doing 
business as: TIMELESS STONE. 
17395 DARWIN AVE SUITE B3 
HESPERIA, CA 92345PO BOX 
2184 HELENDALE, CA 92342 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SHANE E YOUNG 17395 
DARWIN AVE SUITE B3 
HESPERIA, CA 92345. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SHANE E YOUNG, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 06, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202204MT 

FBN 20220009546     
The following person is do-
ing business as: PRO BEAUTY 
MAKEUP ACADEMY. 8557 SI-
ERRA AVE FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JANET RUIZ 16970 MARY-
GOLD AVE APT 61 FONTANA, 
CA 92335; BRENDA G SAL-
CEDO 9020 NEWPORT AVE 
APT 10 FONTANA, CA 92335. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: JOINT VENTURE.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JANET RUIZ, GEN-
ERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 17, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202203IR 

FBN 20220009609     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TOTAL BODY TREAT-
MENT. 9197 BANYAN STREET 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
917638611 BANYAN STREET RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91701 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
EDILIA L BERRY 8611 BAN-
YAN STREET RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91701. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  

The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EDILIA L BERRY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 16, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202202IR 

FBN 20220009522     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: COURTESY CLEAN. 8837 
GROVE AVE APT 1823 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUIS B ARELLANEZ 8837 
GROVE AVE APT 1823 RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; MA-
RIA D VAZQUEZ FLORES 8837 
GROVE AVE APT 1823 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUIS B ARELLANEZ, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 14, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/21/2022, 
10/28/2022, 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022          
CNBB42202201EM

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

FBN 20220009392 
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business in SAN BERNARDI-
NO COUNTY as: A&A MOTORS  
11012 STALLION AVE  MONT-
CLAIR, CA 91763: ALBERT NA-
VARRO   11012 STALLION AVE  
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A registrant 
who declares as true information, 
which he or she knows to be false, is 
guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I 
am also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

S/ ALBERT NAVARRO, Owner 
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDI-
NO on: 9/26/2022

I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
September 26, 2001.

County Clerk, J2525 
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself autho-
rize the use in this state of a fictitious 
name in violation of the rights of an-
other under federal, state, or common 
law (see section 14400 et. Seq. Busi-
ness & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 10/21, 10/28, 
11/04 & 11/04, 2022.

FBN 20220009656     
The following person is doing 
business as: KVL TIRES INC. 
14887 FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
KVL TIRES INC 10156 LIVE 
OAK AVE FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-

ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KALVINDER SINGH, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 19, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202214MT 

FBN 20220009526     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: URY’S BEAUTY SALON 
& BARBERSHOP. 698 KARESH 
AVE APT 4 POMONA, CA 91767 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
IRMA D DAVILA RAMIREZ 
698 KARESH AVE APT 
4 POMONA, CA 91767. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ IRMA D DAVILA RAMIREZ, 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 14, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202213MT 

FBN 20220009527     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JD KITCHEN REFINISH-
ING & PAINTING. 9068 CYPRESS 
AVE APT A FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE D SONTAY TARAX 
9068 CYPRESS AVE APT 
A FONTANA, CA 92335. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE D SONTAY TARAX, 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 14, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202212MT 

FBN 20220009483     
The following person is doing 
business as: OMNIA TRUCK-
ING. 12001 WEEPING WIL-
LOW FONTANA, CA 92337 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOE M GARCIA 12001 WEEPING 
WILLOW FONTANA, CA 92337. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 

as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOE M GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 13, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202211MT 

FBN 20220009560     
The following person is do-
ing business as: BUSY BEE’S 
DAYCARE. 7053 SAGEBRUSH 
WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
7053 SAGEBRUSH WAY 
FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DEQUAN A JANURAY 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 17, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202209IR 

FBN 20220009660     
The following person is do-
ing business as: MOTORCYCLE 
TECH. 1710 W FOOTHILL BLVD 
UNIT D14 UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
FABRICIO PULGAR 323 S TURN-
ER AVE WEST COVINA, CA 91791. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FABRICIO PULGAR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202207IR 

FBN 20220009672     
The following person is do-
ing business as: E’S RACE AND 
FAB. 2926 S PEACHTREE 
LN ONTARIO, CA 91762 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
EDGAR M TINJACA 
2926 S PEACHTREE LN 
ONTARIO, CA 91762. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 01, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EDGAR M TINJACA, 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202206IR 

FBN 20220009676     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LA TAPATIA TAQUERIA Y 
MARISCOS. 16843 VALLEY BLVD 
SUITE F FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LA TAPATIA TAQUERIA Y MAR-
ISCOS 2100 N RANCHO AVE 
SUITE C COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YOBANY RODRI-
GUEZ, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202205MT 

FBN 20220009703     
The following person is doing business 
as: GALAVIZ MACHINES. 181 E D 
ST COLTON, CA 92324; [ MAILING 
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER 
DR STE B SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
DENISE F GALAVIZ 181 E 
D ST COLTON, CA 92324. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 07, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DENISE F GALAVIZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 21, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202204FA 

FBN 20220009590     
The following person is doing 
business as: CALIFORNIA PA-
CIFIC PATROL. 10808 FOOT-
HILL BLVD STE 160-832 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CALIFORNIA PACIFIC PATROL, 
INC. 10808 FOOTHILL BLVD RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 . 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LINDA M. OLSEN, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 18, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 

correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202202IR 

FBN 20220009688     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: OAK HILLS CLEAN-
ING SERVICES. 8465 CATABA 
RD OAK HILLS, CA 92344 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ROSA C CRUZ 8465 CATABA 
RD OAK HILLS, CA 92344; MA-
RIA E MARTINEZ 8465 CATA-
BA RD OAK HILLS, CA 92344. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: COPARTNERS.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 18, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROSA C CRUZ, GEN-
ERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/28/2022, 
11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 11/18/2022          
CNBB43202201MU

FBN 20220009975     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: IMPECCABLE CLEAN-
ING SERVICE; THEE IMPEC-
CABLE CLEANING SERVICES; 
THE IMPECCABLE CLEAN-
ING SERVICES. 250 N LINDEN 
AVE SP #249 RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LEICY E QUINTANA ACOS-
TA 250 N LINDEN AVE SP 
#249 RIALTO, CA 92376. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LEICY E QUIN-
TANA ACOSTA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202224MT 

FBN 20220009976     
The following person is doing 
business as: APRIL BLACK-
BURN. 1551 E DATE ST APT #10 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
APRIL C BLACKBURN 1551 
E DATE ST APT #10 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ APRIL C BLACKBURN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202225MT 

FBN 20220009966     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: S & D SERVICES. 11090 
MOUNTAIN VIEW DR APT 24 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SHARON M GARCIA 11090 MOUN-
TAIN VIEW DR APT 24 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SHARON M GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202223MT 

FBN 20220009840     
The following person is do-
ing business as: RIVAS LAND-
SCAPING. 831 E. BROCKTON 
AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
YESENIA D AMAYA RI-
VAS 831 E. BROCKTON 
AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YESENIA D AMA-
YA RIVAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202222MT 

FBN 20220009900     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LA OFICINA LATINA. 1331 
KENDAL DR. SUITE 4 SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 2773 CINCINNATI ST. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407 ] 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUCY BOJORQUEZ 1331 
KENDALL DR. SUITE 4 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUCY BOJORQUEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 26, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
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correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202221IR 

FBN 20220009843     
The following person is doing business 
as: J.T TOOLS. 1787 HERINGTON 
AVE SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JUAN TELLEZ VILLEDA 
1787 HERRINGTON AVE SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92411. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JUAN TELLEZ VILLEDA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202220IR 

FBN 20220009839     
The following person is do-
ing business as: M&M ENTER-
PRISES. 7221 CHERRYWOOD 
COURT HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MARLENE A DEVITA 7221 
CHERRYWOOD COURT 
HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARLENE A DEVITA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202219MT 

FBN 20220009847     
The following person is doing business 
as: EXCELLENCE RE REALSTATE. 
31961 HILLTOP BLVD UNIT #1 
RUNNING SPRINGS, CA 92382 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HOMES BY EXCELLENCE RUN-
NING SPRINGS, INC. 31961 
HILLTOP BLVD UNIT #1 RUN-
NING SPRINGS, CA 92382 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROBERT DEPONTE, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 

filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202218MT 

FBN 20220009848     
The following person is doing business 
as: EXCELLENCE RE REALSTATE. 
9227 HAVEN AVE SUITE 110 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HOMES BY EXCELLENCE, INC. 
9227 HAVEN ABE SUITE 110 
RANCHO CUCAMONG, CA 91730 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROBERT DEPONTE, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202217MT 

FBN 202220009971     
The following person is doing 
business as: ASADERO EN-
RIQUEZ. 27218 BUFFALO 
TRAIL CORONA, CA 92883 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ARTURO ENRIQUEZ 27218 BUF-
FALO TRAIL CORONA, CA 92883. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ARTURO ENRIQUEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202216MT 

FBN 20220009682     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ROCKY’S SPORTS BAR 
AND GRILL. 31567 OUTER 
HWY 10 #1 REDLAND, CA 92373 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
AUSTIN ABDULNOUR 
6512 APPLEWOOD ST 
HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 19, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ AUSTIN ABDULNOUR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-

tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202215MT 

FBN 20220009683     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ROCKY PLAZA MARKET 
& LIQUOR. 31583 OUTER HWY 
10 #4 REDLANDS, CA 92373 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SUHEIL ABDULNOUR 6512 
APPLEWOOD ST HIGHLAND, 
CA 92346; MAISAA ABDUL-
NOUR 6512 APPLEWOOD 
ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SUHEIL ABDUL-
NOUR, PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 20, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202214MT 

FBN 20220009792     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BNAILS & BEAUTY. 8557 
SIERRA AVE FONTANA, CA 
92335;[ MAILING ADDRESS 15450 
RANCHO FONTANA VILLAGE 
PKWY FONTANA, CA 92336 ]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
BEATRIZ AMEZCUA 
HURTADO 8557 SIERRA 
AVE FONTANA, CA 92335. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BEATRIZ AMEZCUA 
HURTADO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 24, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202212IR 

FBN 20220009867     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LAURA’S BGZ PARTY 
SALES & RENTALS LLC. 2548 W 
FAIRVIEW DR RIALTO, CA 92377 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LAURA’S BGZ PARTY SALES & 
RENTALS, LLC 2548 WEST FAIR-
VIEW DRIVE RIALTO, CA 92377 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ AURA LEONOR QUEZADA, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 26, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-

tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202211MT 

FBN 20220009899     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BUENO AUTO TRUCK-
ING DETAILING. 864 N. K ST. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JUAN C BUENO 864 N. K ST. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JUAN C BUENO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 26, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202210IR 

FBN 20220009868     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: INYON SOLUTIONS. 1255 
WEST COLTON AVE SUITE 510 
REDLANDS, CA 92392; [ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 11025 ALTA MESA 
ROAD VICTORVILLE, CA 92392];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
INYON SOLUTIONS 1255 
WEST COLTON AVE SUITE 
510 REDLAND, CA 92374 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ RON GRIFFIN, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 26, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202209IR 

FBN 20220009812     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SPLASH DRIVEN. 1018 
SHIBA CT UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
YOUMEI XIAO 1018 SHIBA 
COURT UPLAND, CA 91786; 
MICHAEL ROBERTS 1018 
SHIBA CT UPLAND, CA 91786. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUN 01, 2002 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MICHAEL ROBERTS, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 

or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202208IR 

FBN 20220010071     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CHUBBYS HOT CHICK-
EN. 5771 DATE AVE RIALTO, CA 
92377311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
STE B SANTA ANA, CA 92701 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CHC PARTNERS, INC 5771 
DATE AVE RIALTO, CA 92377 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MOISES QUIROZ, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 31, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 11/04/2022, 11/11/2022, 
11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          CNB-
B44202207CV FBN 20220010090     
The following person is doing 
business as: GENES MARKET 
& LIQUOR. 103 E 9TH ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 7390 CA-
NAL CT. FONTANA, CA 92336 ]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
PNCK CORP. 103 E 9TH ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ACHHRA SINGH, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 31, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202206IR 

FBN 20220010145     
The following person is do-
ing business as: RIVERS AND 
OAKS CO. 17074 CAMBRIA 
AVENUE FONTANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LENORE E HERNAN-
DEZ 17074 CAMBRIA AV-
ENUE FONTANA, CA 92336. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: NOV 02, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LENORE E HER-
NANDEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 02, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          

CNBB44202205IR 

FBN 20220009783     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HAIR STATE OF MIND 
SALON. 17216 SLOVER AVE FON-
TANA, CA 923376999 COOLIDGE 
AVE RIVERSIDE, CA 92506 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JASMINE M DOYLE 6999 
COOLIDGE AVE RIV-
ERSIDE, CA 92506. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 18, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JASMINE M DOYLE, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 24, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202204IR 

FBN 20220001005     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: A BETTER WAY PSY-
CHIATRY & TMS. 3200 GUASTI 
RD STE 100 ONTARIO, CA 91761 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
TELEMEDICINE URGENT 
CARE, INC 17612 17TH ST 
SUITE 101 TUSTIN, CA 92780 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 24, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ZAID NOMAN, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 28, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202203FA 

FBN 20220009955     
The following person is doing business 
as: JAY LIQUOR MART. 1396 BOR-
DWELL AVE COLTON, CA 92324 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
GURVINDER SINGH 1396 BOR-
DWELL AVE COLTON, CA 92324. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 15, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GURVINDER SINGH, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202202MT 

FBN 20220009291     
The following person is doing business 

as: C.M.TRAILER REPAIR. 3922 
ACAPULCOAVESAN BERNARDI-
NO CA, 92407 92407;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 3922 ACAPULCO AVE 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CLAUDIO MORALES 3922 
ACAPULCO AVE SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CLAUDIO MORALES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 05, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202201MT 

FBN 20220009793     
The following person is doing 
business as: HEYDY NAILS & 
BEAUTY. 8557 SIERRA AVE 
FONTANA, CA 92335 ;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 167 W. VIRGINIA 
ST. APT D RIALTO, CA 92376 ]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HAYDEE N CEPEDA-URREA 8557 
SIERRA AVE FONTANA, CA 92335. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HAYDEE N CEPEDA-
URREA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 24, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202213IR 

FBN 20220009841     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as; BODY DESIGN AESTHET-
IC STUDIO 141 W FOOTHILL 
BLVD UPLAND, CA 91786 ;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS9908 PRADERA 
AVE MONTCALIR, CA 91763]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
INGRID S GARCIA 9908 PRADE-
RA AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 13, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ INGRID S GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 25, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/04/2022, 
11/11/2022, 11/18/2022, 11/25/2022          
CNBB44202225IR 3
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ing, such that the super-
visors have continued to 
be provided with their 
$270,000-to-$280,000 
annual compensations. 
San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Judge 
Donald Alvarez ruled 
that the measure’s one-
term limit is a violation 
of the U.S. Constitution. 
Furthermore, Alvarez 
found, Measure K is not 
severable, meaning that 
it could not be applied 
in part but had to be 
enforced in all of its as-
pects or not at all. Thus, 
Judge Alvarez said, the 
measure in its entirety 
must be struck down.

The Red Brennan 
Group, through its attor-
ney, Aaron Burden, ap-
pealed Judge Alvarez’s 
finding to the Fourth 
District Court of Appeal 
in Riverside. On July 12, 
2022, the Fourth District 
Court of Appeal released 
a tentative decision stat-
ing that Judge Alvarez 
erred in striking down 
Measure K and that the 
passage of Measure K by 
initiative had to be certi-
fied and put into effect. 

Faced again with the 
prospect of seeing their 
pay reduced, the super-
visors in July voted 5-to-
0 to put another measure 
on the November 2022 
ballot, since designated 
as Measure D, which 

will, if passed, undo all 
of the provisions of Mea-
sure K.

As presented, Mea-
sure D would adjust the 
county charter so that 
the supervisors would 
receive a base annual 
salary equal to 80 per-
cent of the annual salary 
of the judges serving on 
the San Bernardino Su-
perior Court along with 
benefits provided to the 
county’s department 
heads. With the three 
percent annual cost-of-
living increases that are 
applied to the salaries 
of county administra-
tors and management, 
this would zoom the 
supervisors salaries to 
somewhere in the neigh-
borhood of $290,000 
per year. Judges in San 
Bernardino County cur-
rently receive $225,074 
in base salary. As such, 
this would translate into 
the supervisors being 
provided with an annual 
salary of $180,059.20. 
The county’s department 
heads are provided with 
benefits ranging from 
$51,381.92 at the bot-
tom and $82,380.25 at 
the top with an average 
of $66,560.02. The su-
pervisors are provided 
with add-ons and per-
quisites ranging from 
$17,000.10 to $25,340.12 
on a yearly basis with an 
average of $19,644.10. 
Thus, the measure the 
supervisors are propos-
ing would, if passed, 
provide them with an 
average annual compen-
sation of $266,263.32 as 
of this year, $274,251.22 
as of next year and 
$282,478.75 by 2024, 
which would be subject 
to a 3 percent cost of liv-
ing increase yearly there-
after with regard to their 
benefits and add-on pay 
and any raises provided 

to the county’s judges.
The supervisors in-

cluded in Measure D a 
selling point they hoped 
will convince the voters 
they should support it. 
The measure, if passed, 
will require that if the 
board of supervisors is 
to put on any future bal-
lot a proposal to increase 
taxes, it must do so by 
a four-fifths vote. As it 
now stands, the board of 
supervisors maintains it 
can call for a tax approv-
al vote of the county’s 
residents with a vote by 
three of its members.

In this way, the super-
visors and other support-
ers of Measure D refer 
to it as a win-win for the 
county and its residents, 
setting a three-term limit 
for supervisors and giv-
ing taxpayers the pro-
tection of requiring a 
four-fifths vote by su-
pervisors to approve tax 
hikes before they can be 
put on the ballot. 

According to oth-
ers seeking government 
reform, however, the 
supervisors and Mea-
sure D’s supporters are 
engaging in doubletalk. 
According to the How-
ard Jarvis Taxpayers As-
sociation, “Measure D 
does not actually contain 
the taxpayer protections 
for which it attempts 
to claim credit. Thanks 
to Propositions 13 and 
218, the people already 
have the right to vote on 
taxes, and Measure D’s 
requirement for a ‘four-
fifths’ vote of the board 
of supervisors to place 
taxes on the ballot is 
misleading. Under cur-
rent law – Government 
Code 53724 [Prop. 62] 
– general taxes already 
require a two-thirds vote 
of the supervisors, and 
two-thirds of five is the 
same four-vote require-

ment. Measure D would 
change only the vote 
requirement for board 
approval of special-pur-
pose taxes, increasing it 
from three votes to four.”

Further, according 
to the Howard Jarvis 
Taxpayers Association, 
“Measure D deceptively 
promises to give San 
Bernardino taxpayers 
rights they already have 
while taking away some-
thing voters approved 
by a two-thirds majority 
only a couple of years 
ago.”

A number of indi-
viduals, entities, corpo-
rations and unions have 
swooped in to support 
the board of supervisors 
and the Good Govern-
ment San Bernardino, 
Yes on D  campaign 
committee in the effort 
to support Measure D, 
consisting of mailers, ra-
dio and television spots, 
onternet pop-ups, news-
paper ads, campaign 
signs, phone banks and 
fliers touting the initia-
tive. 

Good Government 
San Bernardino, Yes on 
D has received $12, 500 
from trash service pro-
vider Athens Services, 
which holds the county 
franchise for managing 
landfills; $20, 000 from 
the Building Insdustry 
Association of Southern 
California; $5,000 from 
trash hauler Burrtec 
Waste Industries; $4,900 
from Assemblyman 
Chad Mayes election-
eering fund; $10,000 
from developer Nachat-
tar Chandi; $2,000 from 
Fontana Mayor Acqua-
netta Warren’s election-
eering fund; $5,000 from 
the Galaxy Investors 
Partners Fund; $4,900 
from Supervisor Curt 
Hagman’s electioneer-
ing fund; $25,000 from 

HIP So-Cal Properties 
Llc; $25,000 from devel-
oper Jeff Burum; $5,000 
from former Supervisor 
Josie Gonzales’s elec-
tioneering fund; $7,500 
from Ontario-based 
Loboso Ventures, Inc.; 
$4,900 from Supervisor 
Paul Cook’s electioneer-
ing fund; $20,000 from 
Prime Healthcare Ser-
vices; $5,000 from at-
torney Robert Wheatley; 
$2,000 from obstetrician 
Jason Roloff; $10,000 
from the Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe Rail-
way Company; $5,000 
from the San Bernardino 
County Public Attorneys 
Association, the union 
representing the coun-
ty’s deputy district attor-
neys and deputy public 
defenders; $5,000 from 
Colton-based Medical 
Personnel Management 
Corporation; $20,000 
from the Service Em-
ployees International 
Union  Local 721, which 
represents some county 
employees; $20,000 from 
the California Associa-
tion of Realtors Issues 
Mobilization; $25,000 
from the San Manuel 
Band of Mission Indi-
ans; $25,000 from Hen-
derson, Nevada-based 
Equinox Gold Corpora-
tion Castle Mountain 
Venture; $5,000 from 
Chandi Enterprises; 
$25,000 from the Inter-
national Brotherhood 
of Teamsters, which 
reprsents some county 
employees; $15,000 from 
Laborers Pacific SW 
Regional Organizing 
Coalitions Issue Politi-
cal Action Committee; 
$1,500 from HOC Con-
struction Inc; $150,000 
from the San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Em-
ployees Benefit Asso-
ciation; $49,000 from 
Majestic Realty Com-

pany; $50,000 from the 
California Teamsters 
Public Affairs Coun-
cil; $25,000 from Las 
Vegas-based MP Ma-
terials; $25,000 from 
the Sheriff’s Employ-
ees Benefit Association 
Political Action Com-
mittee Teamsters Local 
1932; $30,000 from the 
California Association 
Realtors Issues Mobili-
zation; $5,000 from The 
Crossings at Redlands 
LLC; $5,000 from David 
Wiener; $10,000 from 
Thomas   Buttgenbach; 
$4,900 from Supervi-
sor Dawn Rowe’s elec-
tioneering fund; $2,500 
from MGR Property 
Management; $5,000 
from Symbiosis Symons 
Emergency Specialties 
Inc.; $20,000 from Ca-
diz, Inc.; $1,000 from 
Rancho Cucamonga 
City Councilman Ryan 
Hutchison; $2,500 from 
former San Bernardino 
County Chief Executive 
Officer Greg Devereaux; 
$45,000 from Paul Her-
rera; $49,900 from FH II 
Homebuilders Inc,

Of the $829,000 pro-
vided to Yes on D Com-
mittee through yester-
day, $305,000 came from 
unions; $152,500 came 
from real estate inter-
ests; $90,000 came from 
developers; $71,000 
came from building 
owners; $70,000 came 
from entities with an in-
terest in natural resourc-
es, $27,800 came from 
politicians;, $27m500 
came from wase haul-
ers; $35,000 came from 
healthcare providers; 
$5,000 came from law-
yers; $5,000 came from 
investment companies; 
$30,000 came from the 
gambling industry and 
$10,000 came from the 
transportation industry. 

of a public employee - 
general counsel.” That 
closed session ended 
without any announced 
official action. 

Nevertheless, the Sen-
tinel is reliably informed, 
Tafoya’s official dis-
missal has been delayed 
only for a specific pur-
pose that will not be an-
nounced. His resignation 

is due within a fortnight, 
the Sentinel was told.

Three-fifths of the 
board - Angela Garcia, 
who replaced Crowther 
by appointment; Kelvin 
Moore, who replaced 
Clifford Young by ap-
pointment;  Dan Jenkins, 
who replaced Taylor by 
appointment  – were not 
in place at the time or 

involved in any of the 
various quid pro quos in-
volving Pacheco, Tafoya 
and Taylor. Both Jenkins 
and Moore, to remain in 
office are now vying for 
election in the November 
8 contest. Jenkins, who 
represents the district’s 
Division 2, is being chal-
lenged by Moore,  is be-
ing challenged by Caroli-
na Verduzco and Darren 
Luter. Moore is in a race 
against Ken Boshart. 
The two incumbents 
have been assailed by 
an independent expendi-

ture committee  headed 
by Phil Cothran Sr, a 
Fontana resident who is 
currently chairman of 
the Republican Central 
Committee. Cothran was 
previously a supporter 
of Taylor and Crowther. 
The attacks Cothran Sr. 
has formulated against 
Jenkins and Moore sug-
gest that they are respon-
sible for the district’s as-
sociation, with Pacheco, 
a demonstrable false-
hood, which is galling 
both Jenkins and Moore.

Already dismayed 

at the manner in which 
the district is being bad-
mouthed because of 
the episode involving 
Pacheco, Jenkins and 
Moore are resentful of 
the disingenuous effort 
to hurt them politically 
by tying them to Pa-
checo. Given Tafoya’s 
connection to Pacheco as 
documented by the FBI’s 
investigations that pre-
cipitated the Pacheco and 
Chavez prosecutions, 
they and the remainder 
of the board are deter-
mined to see the district 

severe its connection to 
Tafoya.

Neither Tafoya nor 
Werksman could be 
reached for comment.

to use their authority, 
power and the faith oth-
ers have put in them to 
garner wealth and more 
power and more influ-
ence.
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into the mayor’s posi-
tion in 2018, from which 
perch he initially assem-
bled a ruling coalition of 
ward-elected councilors, 
only to see that coalition 
fall apart when actions 
he took in his capacity as 
the city’s political boss 
were engulfed in scan-
dal. Valdivia was reject-
ed by the city’s voters in 
the June 7 primary elec-
tion, finishing in third 
place, which precluded 
him from seeking reelec-
tion in next Tuesday’s 
weeks general election. 
Despite the consideration 
that Barstow, Chino 
Hills, Chino and Red-
lands historically had 
fielded or at that point 
included Hispanic mem-
bers on their city coun-
cils and that Upland, 
Rancho Cucamonga and 
Fontana historically or 
at that point had both 
Latino and African-
American members of 
their city councils, all 
of those cities and all of 
those towns complied 
with the demands for 
shifts to ward systems. 
In doing so, those munic-
ipalities paid the lawyers 
that pressed the issue the 
$30,000-to-$45,000 they 
were eligible to collect 
under the California Vot-
ers Rights Act and which 
those attorneys sought 
for forcing those cities 
and towns into accept-
ing district/ward voting. 
Perhaps the most egre-
gious of the cases in 
which a city had organi-
cally elected protected 
minority members to 
its council while using 
an at-large elective pro-
cess but was still forced 
to embrace ward system 
voting involved the City 
of Victorville, which in 
the thirty years between 
1991 and 2021, had 20 
council members, eight 
of whom – Felix Diaz, 
Rudy Cabriales, Angela 
Valles, Gloria Garcia, 
Eric Negrete, Blanca Go-
mez, Rita Ramirez and 
Elizabeth Becerra – were 
Latino or Latina and two 
of whom – Jim Busby 
and Leslie Irving – were 
African American. Ear-
lier this year, Rafferty, 
alleging that Victorville 

had been plagued with 
racially/ethnically-polar-
ized voting, demanded 
that the city transition to 
district elections. Despite 
Victorville City Attorney 
Andre deBortnowsky’s 
insistence that the city 
had not engaged in ra-
cially/ethnically polar-
ized voting, he neverthe-
less recommended that 
the city knuckle under 
and accede to moving 
to ward system voting 
as Rafferty was propos-
ing, since even were the 
city to roll the dice and 
prevail in resisting the 
changeover, it would not 
be able to recoup the le-
gal costs of engaging in 
that defense, given the 
terms of the California 
Voting Rights Act. More-
over, if Rafferty was able 
to prevail in convincing 
the court that the city 
should create voting dis-
tricts and carry out its 
city council elections 
in that fashion, the city 
would be on the hook for 
hundreds of thousands of 
dollars in legal billings 
made by Rafferty. Thus, 
Victorville will hold its 
first by-ward election 
next week.

A basic criticism of 
the California Voting 
Rights Act is that it fo-
cuses on race as being 
a primary factor in the 
electoral process, which 
in itself is unconstitu-
tional, and that granting 
certain minorities “pro-
tected” status under the 
Act violates the Equal 
Protection Clause of the 
14th Amendment, since 
whites are not included 
in the Act’s provisions, 
even in circumstances 
where within certain ju-
risdictions they consti-
tute a numerical minor-
ity. 

Chino Hills represents 
what for many is an un-
expected or unintended 
consequence of the Act 
growing out of a conflict 
between the protected 
minorities outlined in the 
Ace as eligible for spe-
cial status. 

In this year’s race, 
Ray Marquez, a member 
of the city council since 
2013, is being challenged 
by Eddie Wong, Jason 

Zhang and Wai-Min Liu. 
Marquez was a mem-

ber of the Chino Hills 
Planning Commission 
since shortly after its 
1991 incorporation, from 
1992 until 1994, a Parks 
and Recreaation Com-
missioner from 1994 to 
2006 and an elected board 
member with the Chino 
Valley Independent Fire 
District from 2006 un-
til he resigned that post 
upon being elected to 
the city council. As an 
elected Hispanic office-
holder before the city 
was forced by outside 
elements into by-district 
elections, Marquez rep-
resents, along with other 
previously elected Lati-
nos and Latinas such as 
former Councilwoman 
Rosanna Mitchell-Arrie-
ta, an argument against 
the necessity of going to 
district elections to en-
franchise minority vot-
ers. The situation is fur-
ther complicated by the 
consideration that Chino 
Hills is the San Bernardi-
no County community 
with the highest concen-
tration of Asian/Asian 
American residents, with 
some 37 percent of its 
85,801 residents so iden-
tified. By comparison, 
43 percent of those liv-
ing in the city are Cau-
casian. Within that 43 
percent are those who 
also identify as Hispanic. 
That subset is equal to 
29 percent of the popu-
lation overall. Another 
3.81 percent are African 
American, 7.35 percent 
are two or more races, 
0.67 percent are Native 
American 0.05 percent 
are Native Hawaiian or 
Pacific Islander and 7.79 
were referred to as “other 
race” or undefined. 

No Asians have been 
elected to the Chino 
Hills City Council, de-
spite what has been his-
torically a significant 
number of Asian voters 
within the city. Of note 
is that at present, within 
District 1,  52 percent of 
the residents are Asian/
Asian American.

In this way, the ap-
plication of the Califor-
nia Voting Rights Act 
to divide Chino Hills 
into voting districts has 
had the practical effect 
of placing the most suc-
cessful protected minor-
ity politician in that city’s 
history into a district 

in which, statistically 
in terms of voter racial 
identification, he is at an 
electoral disadvantage. 
Put another way, the di-
vision of Chino Hills into 
districts has created a po-
litical enmity between a 
historically successful 
Latino officeholder and 
any likely Asian candi-
dates, as in this year’s 
case, represented by 
Zhang, Wong and Liu.

 Based on the state 
legislature’s stated goal 
in passing the California 
Voting Rights Acts of 
increasing minority rep-
resentation in positions 
of federal, state and local 
governmental authority, 
constraining three ambi-
tious Asian candidates 
into a race for office 
against an incumbent 
Latino would appear to 
run counter to the intent 
of the Act. This paradox 
is extended when it is 
considered that the justi-
fication for the passage of 
the Act was to “prevent 
the diluting of minority 
votes” and that in the ex-
tant case of the District 1 
race in Chino Hills, three 
Asians are in the contest 
against a single incum-
bent Hispanic, which is 
creating a circumstance 
in which the Asian vote 
is being divided, greatly 
reducing the prospect 
that an Asian will get 
elected, at least in this 
election cycle. 

Therefore, the District 
1 race in Chino Hills, 
just as the Ward 2 race in 
San Bernardino in June, 
the current mayoral race 
in Fontana, the District 2 
race in Barstow; the may-
oral race in Adelanto; the 
District 1 council race in 
Rancho Cucamonga; and 
the Division 2 race in the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict, constitutes a practi-
cal conflict growing out 
of the California Voter 
Rights Act’s declared in-
tent of promoting minor-
ity representation within 
the ranks of elected gov-
ernmental decision-mak-
ers, as it is pitting against 
one another those com-
munities’ protected mi-
nority candidates, such 
that they are competing 
against each other rather 
than against the white in-
cumbents whose histori-
cal monopoly on power 
inspired the passage of 
the California Voting 
Rights Act. 

Some cynical ob-
servers have remarked 
that the Act advanced 
the interests of the op-
portunistic lawyers who 
have used its provisions 
to enrich themselves by 
inducing cities to adopt 
district voting systems 
that have had only mar-
ginal or questionable 
success in empowering 
minorities politically. 

Marquez is a retired 
firefighter with 28 years’ 
experience on the Santa 
Fe Springs Fire Depart-
ment. While serving on 
the Chino Valley Fire 
District Board, Marquez 
in 2013 outpolled Ros-
sana Mitchell-Arrieta, 
Debra Hernandez and 
Jesse Singh in a special-
ly-called race to replace 
Councilman Wilburn 
“Bill” Kruger following 
his resignation. In 2014, 
Marquez again outdis-
tanced Mitchell-Arrieta 
and Hernandez, as well 
as Lou Alfonso in the 
November municipal 
election.

Wong is a real estate 
salesman, based in Chi-
no Hills. 

Zhang says he stands 
for radical truthfulness, 
radical transparency and 
radical integrity in his 
run for the city council. 

Wai-Min Liu emigrat-
ed to the United States 
with his parents in 1963. 
He attended San Fernan-
do State College, study-
ing engineering and has 
since specialized both 
academically and pro-
fessionally in optics and 
laser optics. He taught at 
Pasadena City College in 
the physics department 
from 1972 until 2020.

Now retired, Liu had 
two companies, one 
which specialized in la-
ser optics and the other 
which handled property 
management.

According to Liu, 
“City governments must 
reflect the diversity of 
our residents in order to 
achieve true representa-
tion. My 1st District is 52 
percent Asian American, 
but there are no members 
of the council with a sim-
ilar background. Overall, 
the city council does not 
reflect the main diversity 
groups in the constituen-
cy.  This has to change.” 
Liu said, “I believe in de-
mocracy.  I founded the 
Chinese American As-
sociation of Chino Hills 

to build positive relation-
ships in our city.”

While Liu is grateful 
for the opportunity for 
achievement he found in 
the United States, he says 
that Asian Americans are 
not always treated with 
fairness and respect. He 
believes he may prove 
to be the candidate that 
breaks the race barrier in 
Chino Hills, and that he 
will be the first of a long 
line of Asian Americans 
who will achieve mean-
ingful political status in 
the city. 

Liu is no stranger to 
controversy and has been 
accused of desecrating 
local oak trees, which 
are an indigenous feature 
of the rolling hills land-
scape of Southeast San 
Bernardino County and 
are depicted on the Chi-
no Hills city logo. 

In July 2020,  Liu and 
three of his neighbors 
who live near or within 
the 1500 block of Ran-
cho Hills Drive in the 
vicinity of Sunset Park 
– Edilyn Ancheta Ori-
el,  Uday Dinesh Parikh 
and Romeo Lagmay 
Oriel – were cited and 
then charged with mis-
demeanors for destroy-
ing nine coast live oak 
trees and doing exten-
sive damage to 17 oth-
ers along with  23 Toyon 
bushes between May 3 
and May 9  on the Rid-
geview Loop trail behind 
homes. The Oak trees, 
considered to be price-
less by some, were said 
to value $18,630 in the 
report provided to the 
district attorney’s office 
by the city. The four were 
charged with violations 
of Penal Code 384a(2) 
– the illegal removal of 
plant material from pub-
lic lands. 

The case dragged on 
against the quarter for 
more than two year. In 
September, Liu entered 
a plea on the charge by 
which he was given, ac-
cording to the court, a 
“disposition of diver-
sion,” which is required 
to provide restitution, en-
gage in a community ser-
vice and education-based 
program, and remain on 
probation until 2023.  

Criminal charges are 
still pending against Ori-
el, Parikh and Oriel.
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